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LIFE AND SPEECHES 



ABRAHAM LINCOLN, 



PART FIRS T. 



Abraham LiscoLx was bora FeLniary 12, 1S09, thai 
in Hardin, now in tlie recently fornu'd county of La- 
rue, Kentucky. His fatlier, Thomas, (uul grandfather, 
Abraham, were bom in Rockingliaiu cminty, Virginia, 
whither their ancestors had come ft-oni Berks connty, 
Pennsylvania. His lineage has been traced no farther 
back than this. The family were originally (juakers, 
though in Liter times they have fallen away from the 
peculiar habits of that people. The gi'andfather, 
Abraham, had four brothers ; Isaac, Jacoli. Jnhn, and 
Thomas. So far as known, the descendiints o{ Jacob 
Hud John arc still in Virginia. Isaac went to a ]ilace 
near where A'irginia, ^orth Carolina, and Tfntii'ssee, 
join, and his descendants are in that region. Tliomas 
came to Kentucky, and, after many yenrs, di; d there, 
whence his descendants went to !\liss^oun'. 
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Abrahnm, grandfatlu'r of the siibject of this sketch, 
came to Kentucky and M-as killud by Indians, about 
the year 1784. He k-ft a widow, three sons, and two 
(laugliteiK. The eklest Kon, Slordecai, remained in 
Kentucky till late in life, when he removed to Han- 
cock county, Illinois, where, soon after, he died, and 
where several of his descendants still reside. 

The second son, Joseph, removed at an early day 
to a place on Blue river, now within Harrison county, 
Indiana, but no recent information of him or his fam- 
ily has been obtained. The eldest sister, Mary, mar- 
ried Ralph Grume, and some of her descendants are 
now known to be in Breckenridge county, Kentucky. 
The second sister, INancy, married Wni, Brumfield, 
and her family are not known to have left Kentucky, 
but there is no recent infonnation from them. Tliora- 
as, the youn;i:<'st son, and father of the present subject, 
by the Liuly d.-atli of Ids fatlier, and very narrow cir- 
eumstanecs of liin mother, even in childhood, was a 
wandering, laboring boy, and grew up literally without 
education. He never did more in the way of writing, 
than to bunglingly sign his own name. Before he was 
grown, he passed one year as a hired hand with lii.s 
Uncle Isaac, on Wataga, a branch of the Holston 
river. 

Getting back into Kentucky, and having reached 
his twenty-eighth year, he married Nancy Hanks, 
mother of the present subject, in the year ISOfJ. She 
was also born in Virginia, and relatives of hers, 
of the name of Hanks, and of other names, now reside 
in Coles, Macon, and Adams counties, Illinois, and 
also in Iowa. 
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The present snliject has no 'brother or sister of the 
whole or half blood ; he had a sister, older than him- 
self, who was grown and married, but died many yeare 
ago, leaving no child ; also a brother, j ounger than 
himself, who died in infancy. Before leaving Ken- 
tucky, he and his sister were sent, for short periods, to 
A-E-C schools ; the first, kept by Zachariah Riney, 
and the second by Caleb Hazel. At this time his 
father resided on Knob creek, on the road from Beards- 
town, Ky., to Nashville, Tenn., at a point three or three 
and a half miles south or southwest of Atherton ferry, 
on the Rolling Fork. From this place he removed to 
what is now Spencer county, Indiana, in the autumn 
of 1816, Abraham then being in his eighth year. This 
removal was partly on account of siaveiy, but chiefly 
on account of the difficulty in land- titles in Kentucky, 
he settled in an unbioken forest, and the clearing 
away of the aurplas wood was the great task ahead. 
Abraham, though very young, was large of his age, 
and had an axe put into his hands at once, and from 
that time till within his twenty-third year, he was almost 
constantly handling that most useful instrument, less, 
of course, in ploughing and harvesting seasons. At this 
place Abraham took an early start aa a hunter, which 
was never much improved afterward. A few days be- 
fore the completion of his eighth year, in the absence 
of hia father, a ilock of wild turkeys approached the 
log-cabin, and Abraham with a rifle-gun, standing in- 
side, shot through a crack and killed one of thcni. Ho 
has never since pulled a trigger on any larger game. 
In the autumn of 1818, hia mother died, and a year 
afterward his father married Jtra. Sally Johnston, at 
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Elizabethtown, Kentucky, a widow with three childrea 
of her first marriage. She proved a good and kind 
mother to Abraham, and is still living in Coles county, 
Illinois. There were no children of this second mar-' 
riagc. His father's residence continued at the same 
place, in Indiana, tiU 1830. 

While here, Abraham went to A-B-C schools, 

kept successively by Andrew Crawford, 

Sweeny, and Azel W, Dorsey, he does not remember 
any other. The family of Mr. Dorsey now reside in 
Schuyler county, Illinois. Mr. Lincoln now thinks the 
aggi^egate of all his schooUng did not amount to one 
year. He was never in a college or acadeiny as a. stu- 
dent, and never inside a college or academy till since 
he had a law-license. What he has in the way of 
education he has picked up. After he was twenty- 
three, and had separated from his father, he studied 
English grammar, imperfectly, of course, but so as to 
speak and write as well as he now does. He studied, 
and nearly mastered, the six books of Euclid since 
he was a member of Congress. He regrets his limited 
means of education, and does what he can to supply 
the want of early opportunities. 

When he was nineteen, still residing in Indiana, he 
made his first trip upon a flatboat to New-Orleans. 
He was a hired hand, merely, and he and a son of the 
owner, without other assistance, made the trip. The 
nature of part of the cargo-load, as it was called, made 
it necessary for them to linger and trade along the 
sugar coast, and one night they were attacked by 
seven negroes with intent to kiU and rob them. They 
were hurt some in the melee, but succeeded in driving 
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the negroes from the boat, and then " weighed anchor" 
and left, 

March 1st, 1830, young Lincoln having just com- 
pleted his 21st year, his father and family, with the fam- 
ilies of the two daughters and sons-in-law of hia step- 
mother, left the old homestead in Indiana and came to 
Illinois ; their mode of conve3-ance were wagons drawn 
by ox teams. They reached the county of Macon, and 
stopped there some time, "Within the same month of 
March his father and family settled a new place on the 
north side of the Sangamon river, at the junction of 
the timherland and prairie, about ten miles westerly 
from Decatur ; here they built a log-cabin, into which 
they removed, and made enough rails to fence ten acres 
of ground, fenced and broke the ground, and raised a 
crop of sod corn upon it the same year. These are, or 
are supposed to be, the rails about which so much is 
being said just now, though they are far from being 
the first or only rails ever made by him. The sons- 
in-law were temporarily settled at other places in 
the county. In the autumn all hands were greatly 
afflicted with ague and fever, to which they had not 
been used, and by which they were greatly discouraged, 
60 much so that they determined on leaving the county. 
They remained, however, through the succeeding win- 
ter, which was the winter of the very celebrated " deep 
snow" of Illinois. During that winter young Lincoln, 
together with his step-mother's son, John D. Johnston, 
and John Hanks, yet residing in Macon county, hired 
themselves to one Denton Offult to take a flat-boat 
from Beardstown, Illinois, to Kew-Orloans, and for 
that purpose were to join him — Offult— at Springfield, 
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Illinois, as soon as the snow should go off; when it 
did go off, which was ahout the Ist of March, 1831, 
the country was so flooded as to make travelling hy 
land impracticahle ; to obviate which difficulty they 
purchased a large canoe, and came down the Sanga- 
mon river in it. This is the time and manner of Lin- 
coln's first entrance into Sangamon county. They 
found Offult at Springiield, but learned from him tliat 
he had iailed in getting a boat ; this led to their hiring 
themselves to him at ^12 per month, each, and getting 
the timber out of the trees, and building a boat, at 
old Sangamon town, on the Sangamon river, seven 
miles northwest of Springiield, which boat they took 
to New-Orleans eubstantially on the old contract. 
During this boat enterprise and acquaintance with 
Offult, who was previously an entire stranger, Offult 
conceived a Hking for Lincoln, and believing he could 
turn him to account, he contracted with him to act as 
clerk for him on his return from New-Orleans in charge 
of a store and mill at New-Salem, then in Sangamon, 
DOW in Menard county. Hanks had not gone to New- 
Orleans, but having a family, and being likely to be 
detained from home longer than at iirst expected, had 
turned back from St. Louis ; he is the same John 
Hanks who now engineers the " Eail Enterprise" at 
Decatur, and is a first cousin to Abraham's mother. 
Abraham's father, with his own family and others 
mentioned, had, in pursuance of their intention, re- 
moved from Macon to Coles county. Jno. D. John- 
ston, the step-mother's son, went to them, and 
Lincoln stopped indefinitely, and for the first time 
by himself, at Ncw-Salem, before mentioned. This 
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was in July, 1831. Here he rapidly made acquain- 
tancea and friends. In less than a year Offult's busi- 
ncBB was falling off — ^had almost failed. Whon the 
Black-Hawk war of 1832 broke out, young Lincoln 
joined a volunteer company, and to his own surprise 
was elected captain of it. He says he has not since 
had any success in life which gave him so much satis- 
faction. He went through the campaign ; served near 
three months ; met the ordinary hardships of such an 
expeditioTi, but was in no battle. He now owns in 
Iowa the land upon which his own warrants for this 
service were located. 

Returning from the campaign, and encouraged by 
his great popularity among his immediate neighbors, 
be the same year ran for the legislature and was beaten, 
bis own precinct, however, casting its votes 277 for, 
and 7 against him, and this, too, when he was an 
avowed Clay man, and the precinct the autumn after- 
ward, giving a majority of 115 for General Jackson, 
over Mr. Clay. This was the only time Lincoln was 
ever beaten in a direct vote of the people. He was 
now without means and out of business, hut was 
. anxious to remain with his friends, who had treated 
him with so much generosity. It was some time before 
he decided upon a profession — first, a trade, then a 
farmer, then the law — the latter would have been his 
choice at tliat time, but for his limited education. Be- 
fore long, strangely enough, a man offered to sell, and 
did sell to bim, and another as poor as himself, an 
old stock of goods upon credit. They opened as mer- 
chants, and he says that was the store. Of course 
they did nothing but get deeper and deeper in debt. 
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He was appointed postmaster at New-Salem — the office 
being too insignificant to make his politics an oljjec- 
tion. Tlie store " winked out." 

Nothing daunted by this turn of ill-luck, be directed 
his attention to law, and borrowing a few books from 
a neighbor, which he took from the office in the eyen- 
ing and returned in the morning, he learned the rudi- 
ments of the profession in which he has since become 
so distinguished, 

Mr, Lincoln was in his youth known as the swiftest 
runner, the best jumper, and the strongest wrestler, 
among his fellows ; and when he reached manhood, and 
his physical frame became developed, the eai'ly settlers 
pronounced hun the stoutest man in the State, His 
abstemious habits and his hardy physcial discipline 
strengthened his constitution and gave vigor to his 
mind. He improved every opportunity to cultivate his 
intellect, often studying his law-books far into the 
night by the reflection of the log-fire in his farm-home 
on the prairies. He was early distinguished for a dis- 
putational turn of mind, and many are the intellectual 
triumphs of his in the country or village lyceum select- 
ed by old settlers who remember him as he then 
appeared. His strong, natural, direct, and irresistible 
logic marked him there as it has ever since, as an in- 
tellectual king. 

The deep snow which occurred in the winter of 
1S30-'31, was one of the chief troubles endured by the 
early settlers of Central and Southern Illinois. Its 
consequences lasted through several years. The peo- 
ple were illy prepared to meet it, as the weather had 
been mild and pleasant — unprecedently so up to 
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Christmas — -^rlien a anow-storm set in, which lasted two 
days ; Bometliing never before known even among the 
traditions of the Indians, and never approached in the 
weather of any winter since. The pioneers who came 
into the State (then a tenitoiy) in 1800, some of 
whom are still living, say the average depth of snow 
was never, previous to 1830, more then knee deep to 
an ordinary man, white it was breast high all that winter, 
not in drifts hut over a whole section, " For three 
months," say the old settlers, " there was not a wami 
sun upon the surface of the snow." It became crusted 
over, so as (in some cases) to bear teams. Cattle and 
horses perished, the winter wheat was killed, the mea- 
gre stocks of provisions ran out, and the most wealthy 
settlers came near starving, while some of the poorer 
ones actually did. It was in the midst of such scenes 
that young Abraham Lincoln attained his majority, and 
commenced his career of hold and manly independence. 
It was this discipline that was to try the soul of the 
future President. Communication between liouse and 
house was often entirely obstructed for teams, so tliat 
the young and strong men had to do ali the tiuvulling 
on foot ; carrying from one neighbor what of Lis store 
he could spare to another, and bringing back some- 
thing in return sorely needed. Men living five, ten, 
twenty, and thirty miles apart were called " neighbors" 
then. Young Lincoln was always ready to perform 
these acts of humanity, and foremost in the counsels 
of the settlers when their troubles seemed gathering 
like a thick cloud about them. 

The surveyor of Sangamon offered to depute to Lin- 
coln that portion of his work which was in his part of 
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the county. He accepted, procured a compass and 
chain, studied Flint and Gibson a little, and went at 
it. This procured bread, and kept soul and body to- 
gether. The election of 1834 came, and he was then 
elected to the legislature by the highest vote cast for 
any candidate. Major John IT. Stuart, then in lull 
practice of the law, was also elected. When the legis- 
lature met, the law boohs were dropped, hut were 
taken up again at the end of the session. He was 
re-elected in 1836, 183S, and 1840. In the autumn of 
1836 he obtained a law license, and April 15, 1837, 
he removed to Springfield and commenced the prac- 
tice, his old friend, Stuart, taking hun into partner- 
ship. 

March 3d, 1837, by a protest entered upon the Il- 
linois house journal of that date, at pages 817, 818, 
Lincoln, with Dan Stone, another representative of 
Sangamon, briefly defined his position on the slavery 
question, as tbllows. "We quote from the State Jour- 
nal: 

" In 1836-7, Mr. Lincoln was one of the represen- 
tatives in the Legislature from Sangamon county, and 
during the session, as usual, resolutions, taking an ex- 
treme Southern view on the subject of slavery, were 
brought forward, discussed, and finally adopted. Mr. 
Lincoln refused to vote for them ; but took advantage 
of the constitutional privilege allowing any two mem- 
bers to enter their protest upon the journals of the 
house, to give his views on the subject in the form of 
a protest. The paper is worthy of being produced at 
the present time, and we give it, as follows : 

" Marcu 3d, 1837. 

" The following protest was presented to the house, 
which was read and ordered to be spread on the jour- 
nal, to wit : 

HoslcdbvCoOglc 



ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 25 

" Kesolutiona upon the subject of domestic slavery 
having passed both branches of the general assembly, 
at its present session, the undesigned hereby protest 
against the passage of the same. 

" Thcybeheve that the institution of slavery is founded 
on both ivjustice and bad policy ; but that the pro- 
mulgation of abolition doctrines tends rather to in- 
crease than abate its evils. 

" They believe that the Congress of the United States 
has no power, under the. Constitution, to interfere Tvith 
the institution of slavery in the different States. 

" They believe that the Congrtss of the United 
States has the power, under the Constitution, to abol- 
ish slavery in the District of Columbia ; but that the 
power ought not to be exercised unless at the rec[ucst 
of the people of said district. 

" The diiference between these opinions and those 
contained in the said resolutions, is their reason for 
entering this protest. 

" DAN STONE, 
"A. LINCOLN, 
" Representatives from the county'of Saiigamou." 

Business flowed in upon him, and he rose rapidly to 
distinction in his profession. He displayed remarkable 
ability as an advocate in jury trials, and many of his 
law arguments were master-pieces of logical reasoning. 
There was no refined artificiahty in his forensic efforts. 
Tliey all bore the stamp of masculine common sense ; 
and he had a natural, easy mode of illustration, that 
made the most abstruse subjects appear plain. His 
success at the bar, however, did not withdraw his at- 
tention from politics. For many years he was the 
' wheel-horse' of the "Whig party of Illinois, and wiis 
on the electoral ticket in several Presidential cam- 
paigns. At Buch time he canvassed tlie State wilh liis 
2 
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usxial vigor and ability. He was an ardent friend of 
Henry Clay, and exerted himself powerfully in his he- 
half, in 1844, traversing the entire State of Illinois, and 
addressing pubHc meetings daily until near the close 
of the campaign, when, becoming convinced that 
his labors in that field would be unavailing, he 
crossed over into Indiana, and continued his efforts up 
to the day of election. The contest of that year 
in Illinois was mainly on the tariff question. Mr. 
Lincoln, on the Whig side, and John Calhoun 
on (he democratic side, were the heads of the op- 
posing electoral tickets. Calhoun, late of Nebraska, 
now dead, was then in the full vigor of his powers, and 
was accounted the ablest debater of his party. They 
stumped the State together, or nearly so, making 
speeches usually on alternate days at each place, and 
each addressing large audiences at gi'eat length, some- 
times four hours together. Mr. Lincoln, in these elab- 
orate speeches, evinced a thorough mastery of the 
principles of political economy which underlie the tariff 
question, and presented arguments in favor of the pro- 
tective poUcy with a power and conclusiveness rarely 
equalled, and at the same time in a manner so lucid 
and familiar, and so well interspersed with happy il- 
lustrations and apposite anecdotes, as to establish a 
reputation which he has never since failed to maintain, 
as the ablest leader in the Whig and Kepubhcan ranks 
in the great West. 
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PAllT SECOKD. 

IN CONGRESS. 



Ix 184fj, Mr. Lincoln was elected to Cungrcbs from 
the central district of Illinois. 

He took bis seat in Congress on tlie iii'st Monday in 
December, of the year 1847. It was the Thirtieth 
Congi'ess, and the House of Representatives to ■which 
he was elected was presided orer by Mr. Wintlirop of 
Massachusetts. The House was composed of 117 
Whigs, 110 Democrats, and 1 Native American. Illi- 
nois then had seven representatives, and all were Dem- 
ocrats but Mr. Lincoln. He alone fvom that State held 
up the old Whig banner. With him, from other 
States, were associated such weli-bnown names as the 
foUomng : Oollamer, Marsh, Ashmun, Truman Smith, 
Hunt, Talhnadge, Ingersoli, Botts, G-oggin, Cling- 
man, Stephens, Toombs, Gentry, and Thompson. Op- 
posed to him in politics were men like Wilmot, Brod- 
head, Boyd, Bocoek, Ehett, Bro^vo, Linn Boyd, Andrew 
Johnson, etc., etc. In th« Senate were Webster, Cal- 
houn, Dayton, Davis, Dix, Dickinson, Hunter, Hale, 
B 11, Crittenden, and Corwin. It was a Congress full 
of the most talented men — crowded with the real stateH- 
men of the country, and such a one in these and other 
respects as the country rarely elects to make its laws. 
It turned out to be one of the most excited, agitated, 
and agitating ever convened. 
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HARBOR AXD KIVKK BILL. 



Oae of Mr. Lincoln's fii'St votes was given, Decern- 
Tier 20, 1847, in favor of the sutjoinetl resolution : 

" Resolved, That if, in the jtidgnieat of Congress, it be 
iiecessaiy to improve the navigation of a river to expe- 
dite and render secure the movements of our army, and 
save from delay and loss our arms and munitions of 
■war, that Congress has the power to improve such 
river. 

" Resolved, That if it be necessaryfor the preservation 
of the lives of our seamen, repairs, safety, or main- 
tenance of our vessels-of-war, to improve a harbor or 
inlet, either on our Atlantic or Lake coast, Congress 
has the power to make such improvement." 

A motion was made to lay the resolution on the ta- 
ble, and Mr. Lincoln voted with the other Whigs then 
in the House against the motion, and it was de- 
feated. The resolution was laid over after this test 
'■otc to another day for debate. 

SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The next day the slavery question was agitated ia 
the House. Mr. Giddings presented a memorial from 
certain citizens of the District of Columbia, asking 
Congress to repeal all laws upholding the slave-trade 
in the district, Mr. Giddings moved to refer the me- 
morial to the Judiciary Committee, with instructions 
:o iniiuire into the constitutionality of all laws by which 
slaves are held as property in the District of Columbia. 
A motion was made to lay the paper on the table. Mr. 
Lincoln voted against the motion. The result was a 
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tie votu, and the Speaker voted in the ntgativo. Mr. 
Howell Cobb stated that he wished to debate it, and it 
lay over under the rules. 

On the 22d of December, Mr. Wentworlh <>{ Illinois 
moved the following resolution : 

'* Itesolved, Th&t the Gfeneral Government has the 
power to constract such harbors, and improve such 
rivers as are necessary and proper for the protection oJ 
our navy and commerce, and also for the defences of 
our countiy." 

A motion was made to lay on the table, and then 
withdrawn. An exciting contest ensued on the dc 
mand for the previous (question. It was sustained, and 
the House came to a direct vote on the resolution, 
passing it by 138 ayes to 54 nays, Mr. Lincoln voting 
of course, with the ayes. 

THE MEXICAN WAK. 

On the same day Mr. Lincoln offered ihe following 
preamble and resolutions on the Mexican War ; 

"Whereas, the President of the United States, in 
his Message of May 11, 1846, has declared that 'the 
Mexican government refused to receive him [the envoy 
of the United States], or listen to his propositions, hut, 
after a long-continued series of menaces, Jiave at last 
invaded our temtory, and shed the blood of our fellow- 
citizens on our own soil ;' 

" And again, in his Message of December 8, 1846, 
that ' we had ample cause of war against Mexico long 
before the breaking out of hostilities ; but even then 
we forbore to take ledresa into our own hands until 
Mexico basely became the aggressor, by invading our 
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soil in hostile array, and shedding the blood of our 
citizens ;' 

" And yet, again, in his Message of December 7, 1847, 
' The Mexican government refused even to hear the 
terms of adjustment which he (our minister of peace) 
■was authorized to propose, and finally, under ■wholly 
unjustifiable pretexts, involved the two countries in 
■war, by invading the territory of the State of Texas, 
striking the first blow, ajid shedding the blood of our 
citizens on our own soil;' 

"And whereas, this House is desirous to obtain a 
full hnowlcdge of all the facts which go to establish 
■whether the particular spot on ■which the blood of our 
citizens was so shed, was or was not, at that time, our 
own soil : Therefore, 

"Resolved, by the House of Hepresentatives, That 
the President of the United States be respectfully re- 
ciucsted to inform this House — 

" 1st. Whether the spot on which the blood of our 
citizens was shed, as in his memorial declared, was or 
was not within the territory of Spain, at least after the 
treaty of 1819, until the Mexican revolution, 

" 2d. Whether that spot is or is not within the ter- 
ritory which was ■wrested from Spain by the revolution- 
ary government of Mexico, 

" 3d. Whether that spot is or is not within a settle- 
ment of people, which settlement has existed ever since 
long before the Texas Eevolution, and until its inhabi- 
tants fled before the approach of the United States 
army, 

" 4tli. Whether that settlement is or is not isolated 
from any and all other settlements of the Oulf and the 
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Eio Grandf; on the souili and west, and of wide uiiin- 
habited regions on the north and cast. 

" 5th. Whether the people of that settlement, or a 
majority of them, have ever submitted themselves to 
the government or laws of Texas or of the United 
States, of consent or of compulsion, either of accept- 
ing office or voting at elections, or paying taxes, or 
serving on juries, or having process served on them, 
or in any other way. 

" 6th. Whether the people of that settlement did or 
did not flee at the approaching of the United States 
army, leaving unprotected their homes and their grow- 
ing crops before, the blood was shed, as in the message 
stated ; and whether the fli'st blood so ehed was or was 
not shed within the enclosure of one of the people who 
had thus fled from it. 

"7th. Whether our cfe'iieMfi whose blood was shed, 
as in his message declared, were or were not, at that 
time, armed ofHcers and soldiers sent into that settle- 
ment by the miUtary order of the President, through 
the Si!cretary of War. 

"8th. Whether the military force of the United 
States was or was not so sent into that settlement after 
General Taylor had more than once intimated to the 
War Department that, in his opinion, no such move- 
ment was necessary to the defence or protection of 
Texas." 

These resolutions were laid over under the rule. Wo 
have cLuoted them entire because one of the false charges 
of Mr. Lincoln's political opponents is, (hat lie voted 
against the supplies to the army. He was a Whig, 
and took the position of the Whigs of his day, many 
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eminent Southern men included, which was opposition 
to the declaration of war with Mexico, by the Presi- 
dent, so long as that opposition would accomplish any 
purpose, which it would not when Mr. Lincoln was in 
Congress ; and always, as these resolutions of his prove, 
objected to what he considered a fcdse statement as to 
the origin of the difficulties. No circumstances, in his 
opinion, would justify falsehood in reference to the 
history of that or any other war, and so he on every 
proper occasion criticised the language of the President, 
which repeatedly declared that the -war was begun by 
the act of Mexico. 

SLAVERT AGAIN. 

On tho 28th of December Mr. Lincoln voted to 
sustain the right of petition. Several citizens of 
Indiana petitioned Congress for tlie abolition of slavery 
in the District of Columbia, and Mr. C. B. Smith 
moved to refer the petition to the Committee on the 
District. Mr. Cabell moved to lay the memorial upon 
the table, which motion was carried, Mr. Lincoln voting 
against it and in favor of according to it a respectful 
consideration. 

On the 30th of December, a similar memorial t^ainst 
the slave-trade was presented to the House, and on a 
motion to lay upon the table Mr. Lincoln voted again 
in the negative. 

January 17, 1848, Mr, G-iddings introduced a resolu- 
tion in the House, reporting certain alleged outrages 
against a colored man in the Distiict, and calling upon 
the Speaker to appoint a select committee to inquire 
into the expediency of repealing such acts of C 
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as sustained or authorized the slave-trade in tlie Dis- 
trict. Tlie resolntion caused considerat)le excitement, 
and a motion to lay on the table was made and lost hy 
one vote. Mr. Lincoln voted against the motion. The 
resolution was now hcfore the House, hut the previous 
question was pending. Questions of order arose and 
the House was in great confusion. Mr. Giddings 
claimed the right to modify his resolution, and the 
Speaker decided that he had that right. Mr. Ste- 
phens, of Georgia, appealed fi'om the decision of the 
Chair, In answer to a question, the Chair stated that 
if the resolution was modified, a second motion to lay 
«n the tahle would be in order, whereupon Mr. Stephens 
■withdrew his appeal. Mr. Giddings modified his reso- 
lution, and it was again moved that it be laid on the 
table. Tiiia time the motion was suecessfu! — ayes 94, 
nays 88^Mr. Lincoln voting no. 

VOTE OF SUITLIER FOR THE WAR. 

On the 17th of February, Mr, Lincoln gave a vote 
which effectually destroys the assertion of some of his 
political enemies of this day, that he voted against the 
supplies for the war in Mexico. The Committee of 
Ways and Means reported a Loan Bill to raise the 
sum of sixteen millions of dollars to enable the gov- 
ernment to provide for its debts, principally incurred 
in Mexico. This bill passed a Whig House of Repre- 
sentatives ; ayes 192, nays 14, Mr. Lincoln voting for 
the hill. This vote alone disposes of the slandei'oua 
charge that he voted against the supplies because of the 
war with Mexico. 

2« 
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On the 28th of February Mr. Piitnam moved the 
following preamble and resolution : 

' ' JFhereas, In the settlement of the difficulties pend- 
ing between this country and Mexico, territory may he 
acquired in which slavery does not exist ; and whereas, 
Congress, in the organization of a territorial govern- 
ment, at an early period of our political histor}', eetab- 
lished a piinciple worthy of imitation in all future time, 
forbidding the existence of slavery in free territory : 
Therefore, 

" JResolved, That in any territory which may be ac- 
quired from Mexico, over which shnli to established 
territorial govemmonts, slavery or involuntary servi- 
tude, except as a punishment for crime, whereof the par- 
ty shall have heen duly convicted, should be forever pro- 
hibited ; and that, in any act or resolution establishing 
such govemmeute, a fundamental provision ought to be 
inserted to that effect." 

Mr. Putnam movetl the previous question. 

Mr. Brodhead moved to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was decided by yeas 
and nays. 

After the roll was called through, Mr. 0. J. Inger- 
Boll rose and asked leave to vote. Mr, I. said he was 
not within the bar when liis name was called, hut came 
in before the following name was called. Mr. I. said, 
if allowed to vote, he would vote aye. His vote was 
not received, 

Mr, Murphy rose and said he was not within the 
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tar when hiy name was called, bat lie a.sked Icai-e to 
vote. It being objected to — 

Mr. C. J, Ingei'soll moved to suspend the rules, to 
allow Mr. MnriDhyand liiniself' to vote. Disagreed to. 
The result was then announced, as follows : 
Yias. — Messrs. Green Adams, AtfeinsoE, EnrrLnger, ISnrroiv, B:ivly, 
Eedinger, Binlsall, Block, Boooek, Bowdon, Bowlin, BojJ, B(iji!cm. 
Brodbead, Charles Brown, Albert G, Brown, Biict, Cabell, Catlmapt, 
Cliaso, Clapp, FradkEn Clarlt, Beverly L. Clark, Clingnmn, Uoirell Cobb, 
Williamaon R. W. Cubb, Coeka, Crisfield, Crozkr, Dniiiel, Dickinson, 
Donnell, Garnet* Duncan, Featheraton, Fioklin, rreueli, Fulton, Gaines, 
Gftjio, Gentry, Goggiti, Green, Willard P. Hall, Haralson, Harris, Has- 
kell, Henley, Hill, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, Gtorge 8. Houston, Inge, 
Iverson, Jaoksou, Janiiesou, Andrew Jolineon, Kobcrt W. Johnson, Geo 
W, Jones, John W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, Tho. Butler King, La 
Sera, Levin, Ligon, Lord, Lumpkin, MaoJaj-, MoClernnnd, MeKay, 
McLane, Mann, Miller, Murehead, Morse, Outlaw, Pendleton, Pettit, 
Peyton, Phelps, msbuiy, Preston, Eiehardson, Rialioy, Kobinson, 
Konian, Sawyer, Sliepperd, Simpson, Sims, Robert Smith, Stanton, Sle- 
l>hens, Thibodeaux, TJiomas, Tompkins, Joliu B. Thompson, Eobcrt 
A Tliuinpaou, Toombs, Turner, Venable, Wick, WLllinms, Wiley, Wood- 
ivard — 105. 

Naya. — Messrs, Abbott, Ashmun, Bingiiam, Brady, Butler, Canby, 
Collnmer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crowell, CuniminB, Dickey, Dixon, 
Duir, Daniel Duncan, Dunn, Eokert, Edwards, Embree,KathanEvans, 
Fiiran, Farrelly, Fislier, Freedly, Fries, Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell. 
Hale, Nathan K. Hall, Hammons, James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, 
Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John "VV. Hoaston, Kubbard, Hudson, Hunt, 
Irvin, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Kellogg, Daniel P, King, Lahm, Wil- 
liam T. Lawrence, Sidney Lairrenee. Lefflar, Lisooi_v, MoClelland, 
Mollvaine, Mureh, Marvin, Morris, Mullin, Kelson, Nes, Newell, Pal- 
frey, Ptaslee, Peck, Pollock, Pntnam, Reynold, Julius, John A. Sock- 
■well. Root, Eumsey, St. John, Sohenck, Sliertill, Silvester, Slingerlaud, 
Caleb B. Smitli, Truinan Sinitli, Starkweather, Andrew Stewart, Charles 
E. Stuart, Strolini, Tallmndge, Taylor, Richard W. Tbompson, William 
Thompson, Thurston, Van Dyke, Vinton, Wnrrf ii, Wciitworth, White, 
Wilmot, Wilson— 95, 

So the resolution wns laid on the tiible. 
Mr. Lincoln voted with the iiiivH, 
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TKE TEN KKGJMEXT ]!1LL. 

On April Sd Mi-. Jjiucoln voted to suspend the rules 
tbat the Ten Eegiment Bill might be taken up, and 
agiiin did the same on the 18th of the same month. 

THE TAEIFF. 

June 19, 1848, Mr. Lincoln pnt himself on record in 
favor of a protective tai-iff. Mr. Stewart of Penn., on 
that day moved a suspension of the rules to enable him 
to offer the following resolution : 

" Besolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of repoiiing 
a bill increasing the duties on foreign luxuries of all 
kinds and on such foreign manufactures as ai-e now 
ceming into ruinous competition with American labor." 

Mr. Lincoln voted in the affirmative. 

SLAVEEY IN THE TEERITOKIES. 

On the 28th of July, the famous bDl to establish 
territorial governments for Oregon, California, and 
New-Mexico, was taken from the Speaker's table as it 
came from the Senate. The peculiar featui-e of the 
bill was a provision in reference to California and New- 
Mexico, prohibiting the teiTitorial legislatures from 
passing laws in favor or against slavery, but also pro- 
viding that all the laws of the teiTitorial legislatures 
ehall be subject to the sauction of Congress. It wiU be 
remembered that it was this bill which Mi'- Webster, 
who was then in the Senate, opposed in a great speech ; 
using the following Innguage : 
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" We stand liere now — at least I do, for one — to say, 
that considering that there have been already five 
new slaveholding States formed out of newiy-acqiiired 
territory, and one only, at most, non-slaveliolding 
State, I do not feel that I am caUed on to go farther ; 
I do not feel the obligation to yield more. But our 
friends of the South say, ' Yon deprive us of all our 
rights ; we have fought for this tenitory, and you 
deny us participation in it.' Let us consider this 
question as it really is ; and since the honorable gen- 
tleman from Geoi^ia proposes to leave the case to the 
enlightened and impartial judgment of mankind, and 
as I agree with him that it is a case proper to be 
considered by the enlightened part of mankind, let us 
consider how the matter in truth stands. What is 
the consequence ? Gentlemen who advocate the case 
which my honorable ftiend from Georgia, with so much 
ability, sustains, declare that we invade their rights — 
that we deprive them of a participation in the enjoyment 
of ten-itones acquired by the common services and com- 
mon exertions of all. Is this true ? How deprived ? 
Of what do we deprive them ? Why, they say that we 
deprive them of the privilege of carrying their slaves, 
as slaves, into the new tenitories. Well, sir, what is 
the amount of that ? They say that in this way we 
deprive them of the opportunity of going into this 
acquired ten-itory with their property. Their ' jjrop- 
erty !' — what do they mean by that ? We certainly 
do not deprive them of the privilege of going into 
these newly-acquired territories with aU that, in the 
general estimate of human society, in the general, and 
common, and universal understanding of mankind, is 
esteemed property. Not at all. The truth is just 
this : they have in their own States pecuKar laws, 
which create property in persons. They have a sys- 
tem of local legislation, on which slavery rests, while 
eveiybody agrees that it is against natural law, or at 
least against the common understanding which pre- 
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vails as to what is natural law. I am not going into 
metaphysics, for therein I should encounter the hon- 
orable member from South Carolina, and we should 
wander^ in ' endless mazes lost,' until after the time 
for the adjournment of Congress. The Southern 
States have peculiar laws, and by those laws there is 
property in slaves. This ie purely local. The real 
meaning, then, of Southern gentlemen, in making 
this complaint, is, that they cannot go into tlie terri- 
tories of the United States, can-ying with them their 
own pecnliar local law — a law which creates property 
in persons. This, according to their own statement, 
is all the ground of complaint they have. Now, here, 
I think, gentlemen are imjuBt toward us. How un- 
just they are, others will judge — generations that will 
come after us will judge. 

" It will not be contended that this sort of personal 
slavery exists by general law. It exists only by local 
law. I do not mean to deny the vahdity of that local 
law where it is established ; but I say it is, after all, 
nothing but local law. It is nothing more. And 
wherever that local law does not extend, property in 
persons does not exist. Well, sir, what is now the 
demand on the part of our Southern friends ?_, They 
say, ' We will carry our local lavs with us wherever 
we go. We insist that Congress does us injustice un- 
less it establishes in the teiTitory into which we wish to 
go, our own local law.' This demand I, for one, re- 
sist, and shall resist. » o » » » 

"Let me conclude, therefore, by remarking, that 
while I am willing to present this as presenting my 
own judgment and position, in regard to this case — and 
I beg it to be understood that I am speaking for no 
other than myself — and while I am wiUmg to present 
this to the whole world as my own justification, I rest 
on these propositions : 1st. That when this Constitu- 
tion was adopted, nobody looked for any new acciuisi- 
tion of territory to he formed into slaveholding States. 
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2d. That the principlea of the Constitution prohibited, 
and were intended to prohibit, and should be construed 
to prohibit, all interference of the general government 
with slavery as it existed and still exists in the States. 
And then, that, looking to the effect of these new ac- 
quisitions which have in this great degree inured to 
strengthen that interest in the South by the addition 
of these five States, there is nothing unjust, nothing of 
which an honest man can complain, if he is intelligent 
—and I feel there is nothing which the civilized world, 
if they take notice of so humble a person as myself, will 
reproach me with, when I say, as I said the other day, 
that I had made up my mind, for one, that, under no 
circumstances, would I consent to the further extension 
of the area of slavery in the United States, or to the 
ftirther increase of slave representation in the House of 



Mr, Corwin, too, arguing in the Senate against (his 
bill, said : 

" Now, if we can make any law whatever, not con- 
trary to the express prohibitions of the Constitution, we 
can enact that a man with $60,000 worth of bank 
notes of Maryknd shall forfeit the whole amount if he 
attempts to pass one of them in the territory of Cahfor- 
nia. We may say, if a man carry a menagerie of wild 
beasts there, worth $500,000, and undertakes to exhibit 
them there, he shall forfeit them. The man comes hack 
with his menagerie, and says that the law forbade him 
to exhibit his animals there ; it was thought that, as 
an economical arrangement, such things should not be 
tolerated there. That you may do. He of the lions 
and tigers goes back, having lost bis whole concern. 
But now you take a slave to California, and instantly 
your power fails ; aU the power of the sovereignty of 
this country is impotent to stop him. That is a 
strange sort of argument to me. It has always been 
considered that when a State forms its constitution it 
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can exclude slavery. Why so ? BecauBe8 it chances 
to consider it an evil. If it be a proper subject of le- 
gislation in a State, and we have absolute legislative 
power, transfen'ed to us by virtue of this bloody power 
of conquest, as some say, or by purchase, as others 
maintain, I ask — "Why may we not act ? Again — 
considering this an abstract question — are there not du- 
ties devolving upon us, for the perfonnance of which 
we may not be responsible to any earthly tribunal, but 
for which God, who has created us all, will hold us ac- 
countable ? What is your duty, above aU others, to a 
conijuered people ? You say it is your duty to give 
them a government — ^may you not, then, do everything 
for tliem which you are not forbidden to do by some 
fundamental axiomatic truth at the foundation of your 
constitution ? Show me, then, how your action is 
precluded, and I submit. Though I believe it ought 
to be otherwise, yet, if the constitution of my country 
forbids me, I yield. The constitutions of many States 
declare slavery to be an evil. Southern gentlemen 
have said, that they would have done away with it if 
possible, and they have apologized to the world and to 
themselvea for the existence of it in their States. 
These honest old men of another day never could have 
failed to strike otF the chains from every negro in the 
colonies, if it had been possible for them to do so with- 
out upturning the foundations of society. 

" My objection is a radical one to the institution 
everywhere. I do believe, if there is any place upon 
the globe which we inhabit, where a white man 
cannot work, he has no business there. If that place 
is fit only for black men to work, let black men 
alone work there. I do not know any better law 
for man's good than that old one, which was an- 
nounced to man after the first transgression, that by 
the sweat of his brow he should earn his bread. I 
don't know what business men have In the world, uu- 
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less it is to work. If any man has no work of head or 
hand to do in this world, let him get out of it soon. 
The hog 18 the oniy gentleman who has nothing to do 
but eat and sleep. Him we dispose of as soon as he 
is fat. Difficult as the settlement of this question 
seems to some, it is, in my judgment, only so because 
we will not look at it and treat it as an original propo- 
sition, to be decided by the influence its determination 
may have on the territories themselves. We are ever 
running away from this, and inquiring how it will af- 
fect the " slave States," or the " free States." The 
only question mainly to be considered is, How will this 
policy affect the temtories for which this law is in- 
tended ? Is slavery a good thing, or is it a bad thing, 
for them ? With my views of the subject, I must con- 
sider it had policy to plant slavery in any soil where I 
do not find it already grooving. I look upon it as an 
exotic, that blights with its shade the soil in which you 
plant it ; therefore, as I am satisfied of our constitu- 
tional power to prohibit it, so I am equally certain it 
is our duty to do so." 

I" or these reasons, so admirably expressed by Web- 
ster and Corwin, standing by them, and agreeing with 
them, Mr. Lincoln voted to lay the teiTitorial bills 
upon the table, when they came up there for considera- 
tion. This was on the 2Sth of July, and after a scene 
of great confusion and excitement. The motion to lay 
on the table was agreed to — ayes, 114 ; nays, 96. 
Among the ayes was Stephens, of Georgia, who made 
the motion. Afterward, on the 2d day of August, 
when the House hill for the organization of the Terri- 
tory of Oregon was before the House, a motion was 
made to strike out that part of the bill which extended 
the ordinance of 1787 over Oregon Territory, and Mr. 
Lincoln voted, with 113 others, to retain the ordinance. 
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During the second seesion of the Thirtieth Congress, 
December 12, Mr. Lincoln voted for the following reso- 
lution, submitted in the House by Mr. Eckert : 

"Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
reporting a Tariff Bill, based upon the principles of 
the tariff of 1842." 

On the 13th, Mr. Palfrey, of Mass., asked leave to 
introduce a bUl for the repeal of all the acts of Con- 
gress establishing slavcjy in the District of Columbia. 
Mr. Lincoln, not believing in the expediency of inter- 
vention against slavery in the District, without com- 
pensation to the slave-owner, separated himself from 
several ot his political friends, and voted against the 
proposition of Mr. Palfrey. 

THE TERRITORIES. 

Later in the day Mr. Root offered the subjoined reso- 
lution : 

"Resolved, That the Committee on Ten-itories be 
inBtructed"to report to this House, mth as little delay 
as practicable, a bU!, or bills, providing a territorial gov- 
ernment for each of the teiTitories of New- Mexico and 
California, and excluding slavery therefrom." 

Of the action of the House this day on the slavery 
question, Dr. Bailey, of the Era, who was warmly op- 
posed to General Taylor's election, remarks : 

" Mr. Palfrey asked leave to inti-oduce a bill for the 
repeal of all acts of Congress, or parts of acts, estab- 
lishing or maintaining slavery or the slave-trade in the 
District of Columbia. Mr. Holmes, of South Carolina, 
objected, and the question being taken by yeas and 
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nays, the vote stood, for gi-anting leave, 70 ; against it, 
81. It will be observed that only 151 iiiembei's out of 
228 voted. The House wae not full, and some in their 
seats refused to vote. Had all the membcrB voted, it is 
doubtful what would have been the result. It will be 
observed in our report, that very few Democrats of the 
North and West opposed the motion for leave. A few 
Northern and Western Whige are recorded in the nega- 
tive Mr. Root brought forward a resolu- 
tion, that the Committee on the Territones be in- 
structed to report to this House, with as little delay as 
practicable, a bill or bills, providing a territorial gov- 
ernment for each of the territories of New-Mexico and 
Calilbrnia, and excluding slavery therefrom. Boot 
moved the previous question. Hall, of Missouri, moved 
to lay on the table ; G-iddings, that there be a call of 
the House. The Clerk called the roll — 187 members 
answered to their names, and further proceedings in the 
call were dispensed with. The motion to lay on the 
tabic was lost — yeas 80, nays 107, The previous 
question was seconded, the members passing through 
the tellers," 

The motion was agreed to — ayes 106, nays 80 — Mr. 
Lincoln, as usual, standing by the slavery-restriction 
clause, 

THE GOTT RESOLUTION, 

On the 21st of December, Mr. Gott offered in the 
House the following resolution : 

" Whereas, The trafBc now prosecuted in this me- 
tropolis of the Republic, in human beings, as chattels, 
is contrary to natural justice and the fundamental 
principles of our political system, and is notoriously a 
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reproach to our country througliout Christenjiom, .^nd 
a serious iijnderance to the progress of republican hb- 
erty among the nations of the earth : Therefore, 

" Besolved, That the Committee for the District of 
Columbia be instructed to report a bill, as soon as prac- 
ticable, prohibiting the slave trade in said District." 

The resolution having been read — 

Mr, Haralson moved that it be laid on the table, 

Mr, Wentworth and Mr, Gott demanded the yeas 
and nays, which were ordered. 

And the resolution having been again read — 

The question on the motion of Mr. Haralson was 
taken, and resulted — yeas 82, nays 85. 

Mr. Lincoln, true to his own convictions of what was 
best under the circumstances, voted for the Haralson 
motion to table the resolution, wishing to £iccompany 
such a bill with provisions which he considered neces- 
sary to its success. 

The question then recurring on the demand for the 
previous question — 

Mr. Vinton rose to inquire of the Chair whether the 
resolution was open to amendment. 

The Speaker said it would be open to amendment 
if the previous question should not be seconded. 

The question being then taken, the demand for the 
previous question was seconded — yeas 85, nays 49. 

Upon the question, " Shall the main question [upon 
the adoption of the resolution] be now put ?" the yeas 
and nays were demanded and ordered ; and being taken, 
the yeas were 112, nays 64, 

Mr. Houston, of Alabama, and Mi'. Venahle, called 
for the yeas and nays ; which were ordered. 
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Mr. Donnell inquired of the Chair, if it would now 
be ill ordor to move that there be a call of the House. 

The Speaker answered in the negative. 

And the main question, " Shall the resolution be 
adopted ?" was then taken, and decided in the affirma- 
tive — yeas 98, nays 87 — as follows : 

Yeas — Meeers. Abbott, Ashmun, Belcher, Eingbiim, Bloi.li lar 
Blanobai'd, Butler, Canby, Catlioart, CoUamer, Conger Cian tun 
Crowell, Cummina, Darling, Dieltey, Diokinaon, Dixon, Daniel Dunoai 
EJwai'dB, Embree, Nathan Evans, Faran, FarreDy, Fisher Freedlej 
FricB, Giddings, Gott, GrBelaj, Gregory, Grinaell, Hale, Natl an K Hall 
James G. Hampton, Moaes Hampton, Henley, Henry, Elins B Holmes 
Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, JoBeph R. Ingeraoll, Irvin, James H Johnson 
Kellogg. Daniel P. Kicig, Lalim, IVilliam T. Lawrence, Sidnej La vreno 
Leffler, Lord, Lynde, McClelland, McllTaine, Job Mann, Ilornoe Mann 
Marsh, Marvin, Morris, Mullin, Neweli, Niooll, Palfrey, Pea Ice Peek 
Pettit, Pollock, Pnfcnam, Keynolds, Richey, Robinson, Rockliill JnliuB 
Uoekwell, J, A. Rockwell, Rose, Koot, Rumaay, St. John, Shernll, Sil 
veater, Slingerland, Robert Smith, Starkweather, C. E. Stuart Strohm 
TaUmadge, James Thompson, William Thompson, Tbqrst n Took 
Turner, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, Wentwortli, Wbite and Wilscn— 68 
NiYS — Messrs. Adams, Barrioger, Benle, Bcdinger, Booook B tts 
Bowlin, Boyd, Boydoo, Biidgea, William G. Brown, Cbaike Brown 
Albert Q Brown, Buokner, Burt, Ciinprnan, Chase, Franklin Claike 
Beverly L. Clarke, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb Coke Cr a 
field, Ccozier, Daniel, Donnell, Dunn, Aleiander Evans, Featberaton 
Ficklin, Floumoy, Frenoh, Fulton, Gain C try G gg'n Green, Wi!- 
lard P. Halt, Hammone, Haralson, Harm Ha H II, George S. 

Honston, Jobn W. Houston, Inge, Charl J Ing rs II, I rson, Jamesou, 
Andrew Johnson, G. W, Jones, J. W. J K Thomas Butler 

King, La Seie, Ligon, Lincoln, Lumpk M CI d M Dowell, Mo- 

Lane, Meade, Miller, Morehead, Morse O tl P dl ton, Peyton, 
Pilabury, Preston, Sawyer, Shepperd. S mp Sm rt Stanton. Ste- 
phens, Strong, Thibodeanx, Thomas, R. W. Thompson, Tompkins, 
Toombs, Tenable, Wallace, Wiley, Williams, and Woodward— 88. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

The National Era, which was not inclined to show 
much mercy toward the supporters of Mr. Taylor's 
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Administration, gave the following explanation of cer- 
tain votes cast against the resolution : 



" Men wiil wonder, twenty-five years hence, how 
eighty-seven men, in an American Congress, conid 
stand up before God, and virtually vote for the con- 
tinuance of the trade in human heings in the capital 
of the foremost Kepuhlic in the world. 

" We would he just, however. A few memhers from 
the free States voting nay feared any movement which 
might tend, in their opinion, to emharrasa the CLueetion 
of slavery extension. These voted in the negative on 
the resolution, not because they were opposed to its 
object, but because they believed this object could be 
better attained, after the settlement of the question of 
slavery in the territories. While dissenting from the 
policy of these gentlemen, this statement from us is a 
simple act of justice to them." 

PUBLIC LANDS. 

On the 21st of December, Mr. McClelland in the 
House of Eepresentatives offered the subjoined resolu- 
tion : 

"Resolved, That the present traffic in the public 
lands should cease, and that they should be disposed 
of to occupants and cultivators, on proper conditions, 
at such a price as will nearly indemnify the cost of 
their purchase, management, and sale." 

The previous question was called, and a motion was 
made to lay the resolution on the table, which pre- 
vailed. Mr. Lincoln voted against tabling it, because 
he was ready to do anything which should give the 
public lands to the people, and not to the speculators. 
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On tho 6th of J;muary the slave caso — tliat of An- 
tonio Paoheco — was reported to the House, and was 
taken up. It was a claim for the value of a slave who 
was hired by a United States officer ; hetook himself 
to the everglades ; fought with the Indians against the 
whites ; was taken in arms as an enemy, and as an 
enemy sent out of the Territory, for the purpose of 
securing the lives of the inhabitants. 

Mr. Giddings, speaking of the case, recommended 
that — 

'' The Committee on Military Affairs were unable to 
unite in a, report upon the case. Five slaveholders, 
representing slave property on this floor, and consti- 
tuting a majority of the committee, have reported a 
bill for the payment of this amount to the claimant. 
Four Northern members, representing freemen only, 
have made a minority report against the bill. This 
report, as I think, is sustained by irrefutable argu- 
ments. 

" The majority of the committee assume the position 
that slaves are regarded by the Federal Constitution 
as property, and that this government and the people 
of the free States are bound to regard them as prop- 
erty, and to pay for them as we would for so many 
mules or oxen taken into the public service. The 
minority deny this doctrine. They insist that the 
Federal Constitution treats them as persons only, and 
that this government cannot constitutionally involve 
the people of the free States in the guilt of sustaining 
slavery ; that we have no constitutional powers to 
legislate upon the relation of master and slave. 

"In 1772, Lord Mansfield boldly assailed the doc- 
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trine laid down in this Hall to-day, and exhibited its 
absurdity in one of the ablest opinions to bo found on 
Tceord. From that period this doctrine of property in 
man has found no supporters under the government of 
Eogland. With all our refinement as a nation ; with 
all our boasted adherence to liberty, on this subject we 
are three quarters of a century behind our mother- 
country. 

" When Sir Wan-en Hastings was on trial in the 
House of Peers, in 1787, Mr. Sheridan, speaking on 
this subject, in his own peculiar and fei"vid eloquence, 
declared that ' allegiance to that Power which gives us 
the/orms of men, commands us to maintain ihe rights 
of men ; and never yet was this truth dismissed from 
the human heart — never, in any time, in any age — 
never in any clime where rude man ever had any social 
feelings — never was this unextinguishable truth de- 
stroyed from the heart of man, placed as it is in the 
core and centre of it by hia Maker, that man loas not 
made the property of man.' This was the language 
of British statesmen sixty-two years since. To-day 
we have before this branch of the American Congi-ess 
the report of a committee avowing that, under this 
federal government, in the middle of the nineteenth 
century, ' man is the property of his fellow-m,ortal.' 

" These sentiments of the British statesmen and ju- 
rists inspired the hearts of our Americans patriots in 
1776, when they declared it to be a ' self-evident 

TBUTH THAT ALL MEN AEB CREATED EQUAL.' Whcn 

they framed our Constitution, they declared their ob- 
ject was ' to establish justice, and to secure to them- 
selves aud their posterity the blessings of liberty.' 
This subject of holding property in men did not escape 
their attention, nor have they left us ignorant of their 
views in regard to it. Mr. Madison, the father of the 
Constitution, has left to us a clear and explicit account 
of their intentions. He informs us, that on 

" ' Wednesday, August 22, the Convention proceed- 
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ed to consider fixe report of the Committee of Detail, 
in relation to duties on exports, a capitation tax, and 
a navigation act. The fourth section reported was as 
follows : 

" ' No tax or duty shall be laid by the Legislature 
on articles exported from any State, nor on the migra- 
tion nor importation of such persons as the several 
States shall thint proper to admit ; nor shall such mi- 
gration nor importation be prohibited.' 

" ' Mr. Gterry thought we had nothing to do with 
the conduct of the States as to slavery, but tee ought to 
be careful not to give any sanction.' 

" Our people think with Mr. Gerry, that ' we have 
nothing to do with slavery in the States.' We are de- 
termined that we will not be involved in its guilt. 
WilJi Mr. Gtevry, we intend ' to 6e careful to give it no 
sanction.' No, sir ; we will not sanction your slavery 
by paying our money for the bodies of slaves. This is 
the doctrine which we hold, and which we expect to 
maintain ; yet the members of this body are now en- 
gaged in legislating upon the price of human fieeh. 
If we pass this bill, we shall give our most solemn 
sanction to that institution which G-erry and his com- 
patriots detested, Will the members from Pennsyl- 
vania, the successors of Franldin and Wilson, lend 
their sanction to slavery, by voting the moneys of the 
People to pay for slaves ? 

" But Mr. Madison tells us that ' Mr. Sherman (of 
Connecticut) was opposed to any tax on slaves, as 
making the matter worse, because it implied they were 
property.' 

" I understand that some gentlemen from the North 
admit that slaves are property. Mr. Sherman and the 
framers of the Constitution would do no act by which 
it could be implied that they were property. 

" Mr. Madison also participated in the discussion 
himself ; and, as he informs us, ' declared that he 

THOUCUr IT WEOSG TO ADMIT TUAl' THERE COULD BE 
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PROPERTY IN MEN.' And tlic report of the Conmiittee 
was so amended, as to exclude that idea. 

"In that assemblage of illuetrious statesmen, no 
man expressed his dissent from these doctrines of 
GeiTy, of Sherman, and of Madison, These doctrines 
are : 1. That we ' shoved have nothing to do with 
slavery, but ought to be careful not to give ii any sanc- 
tion.' 2. That ' we should do no act by which it can 
be implied that there can be property in "men.' 3. 
That ' it wotild be wrong for us to admit that 

THBBE CAN BE PROPERTY IN MEN.' Such Were the 

views of those who framed the Constitution. They 
intended to express their views in such language as to 
be understood. WiU this House stand by them ?" 

" With great propriety the gentleman from New- 
Hampshire incLuired, at what time the liability of gov- 
ernment to pay for this slave commenced ? , The ques- 
tion has not been answered, nor do I think it can be 
answered. The undertaking was hazardous in the 
highest degi-ee. The troops were aU killed but two or 
three, by the enemy, and those were supposed to be 
dead. Tliie man alone escaped unhurt. This danger 
was foreseen, and the master put a price upon the ser- 
vices to compare with the risk. Did this contract bind 
the governme'nt to pay for the master's loss, admitting 
the slave to have \}ggti. property ? Was it any part of 
the' compact that the government should insure the 
property ? It strikes mo that no lawyer would an- 
swer in the afRrmative. The law of bailment is surely 
understood by every tyro in the profession. The bailee 
for hire is bound to exercise the same degree of care 
over the property that careful men ordinarily take of 
their own property. If, then, the property be lost, the 
owner sustains such loss. Now, conceding this man to 
be property, the goverament would not have been lia- 
ble, had he ran away, or been killed by accident, or 
died of sickness. Yet, sir, when property is lost or 
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destroyed by the act of God or the common enemies of 
the country, no hailee is ever holden responsible — not 
even common carriers, and that is the highest species 
of bailment. Had this officer, actir^ on his own re- 
Bponsibilityj agreed to take this negro through the 
country for hire (admittiug the man to have been 
property, and governed by the same rules of law as 
though ho had been a mule or an ass), and he had been 
captured by the enemy, no law would have held such 
bailee liable. But, sir, an entirely different rule of law 
prevails where the owner of a chattel lets it to a bailee 
for wages. Had this man been a mule or an ass, and 
the officer had hired him of the owner for wages, to ride 
through that country, or to work in a team, or in any 
other manner, and he had been captured by the enemy, 
the bailee would not have been liable, upon any rule of 
law or of justice ; nor would he have been liable if lost 
in any other manner, except by neglect of the bailee. 

" The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Burt] 
said he would place this case upon strictly legal prin- 
ciples. Sir, I meet the gentleman on that proposition. 
I, too, for the sake of the argument, am willing to 
submit it on principles of law ; and I believe that no 
jurist, or even justice of the peace, would hesitate to 
reject the case on those grounds. AH must admit that 
the liability of the government concerning this man 
ceased when he was captured by the enemy ; up to 
tins point the government was not liable. I understood 
the author of this bill [Mr. Burt] to argue, however, 
that we became liable under the contract of bailment. 
That contract was ended when the man was captured. 
The claimant then failed to perform his part of it. 
The stipulation on the part of the master was, that 
the negro should pilot the troops from Fort Brooke to 
Fort King, the place of their destination, at the rate 
of twenty-five dollars per month. He was captured 
when only half the distance -wm accomplished. Here 
the master ceased to perform his compact ; it was be- 
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yond his power to do so. The contract then ceased to 
exist ; and from that time forth the claimant had no 
demand on us, either in ecLuity or in law." 

This is the Antonio Pacheco case, stated at some 
length, for it involved important principles. And here 
we call attention to the fact that Mr. Lincoln was nev- 
er found, while in Congress, violating any principle to 
which he gave his adhesion, no matter how great the 
temptation or the emergency. He did at times waive 
the assertion of a principle when he thought it would 
only result in irritation, but he never voted against one 
of those principles. 

The case above mentioned, came up in the House 
Nov. 6, 1849 : 

" The first business in order being the pending mo- 
tion made by Mr. Giddings for a reconsideration of the 
vote upon the engrossment of the bill to pay the heirs 
of Antonio Pacheco $1,000, as the value of a felavc 
transported to the West with the Seminole Indians — 

" Mr. Giddings proceeded to address the House, hav- 
ing first declined to give way for a motion by Mr, 
EockweU, of Connecticut, that- the House should con- 
sider the bill to establish a Board for the settlement of 
private claims. 

" The previous question, having been moved upon 
the motion to reconsider, was then seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be now put. 

" Mr. Giddings, with a view to save the time of the 
House, withdrew his motion, and the question accord- 
ingly recurred upon the passage of the bill. 

" Upon this question, Mr. Diclcey demanded the 
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yeas and nays, which -were oi-dcrcd ; and the question 
being taken — 

" The Speaker announced the vote — yeas 90, nays 89. 

" The twelfth rule of the House provided, ' that in all 
cases of election by the House, the Speaker shall vote ; 
in other cases he shall not vote, unless the House be 
equally divided, or unless his vote, if given to the mi- 
nority, will make the division equal ; and in c£tse of 
such equal division, the question shall be lost.' 

" The Speaker, proceeding to discharge the duty thua 
imposed upon him, said : 

" ' A case has oecun^ed in which, under the rule of 
the House, it is the duty of the Speaker to vote. The 
Speaker regrets that in this, as in many other cases, he 
has been deprived of the opportunity of listening to the 
full discussion of the question, having heard no speech 
except that which has been made this morning, the de- 
bate having taken place mainly in Committee of the 
"Whole on the private calendar, 

" ' The Speaker also has had little opportunity, if 
any, to turn his attention to the principles or the facta 
involved in this case. He cannot shrink, however, 
from giving his vote. But it is a well-admitted par- 
liamentary principle, laid down in the books, that 
where the Speaker has any doubt in relation to a 
question, his vote shall be given in such a way as not 
finally to conclude it. It shall be given in such a way 
that the consideration of the question may be again 
open to the House, if the House, under any circum- 
stances, shall choose to reconsider it. 

'"The Speaker takes the opportunity to say, that 
he does not concur in fuU with either of the principles 
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whicli have been maintained on Ijotli sides of the House, 
So tar as the circumstances of the case have come to 
his knowledge, he doubts exceedingly whether the 
question of property in slaves is involved. And it has 
been to him a matter of great doubt, from sucli part of 
the arguments as he has heard ' 

" At this point of his remarks, the Speaker was in- 
ten'upted by the Clerk, who showed him a paper con- 
taining the state of the vote, 

" The Speaker said the Clerk was mistaken in the 
vote. The vote stands — ninety-ono in the aiBrmative, 
eighty-nine in the negative. 

" So the bill was declared to bo paesed, Mr. Lin- 
coln voting against the passage. 

" Mr. Burt moved a reconsideration of the vote just 
taken, and that the motion be laid upon the table ; 
and also moved, that before the vote be taken, there 
should be a call of the House. 

" Mr. Palfrey appealed to the gentleman from South 
Carolina to allow him the floor a moment, but Mr. 
Burt peremptorily declined. 

" Mr. "Wentworth demanded the yeas and nays upon 
the motion for a call of the House, and being ordered 
and taken, the result was, yeas 78, nays 105. So the 
call was refused. 

" Mr. Bui-t, with a view, as he said, to save the time 
of the House, withdrew his motion for reconsideration. 

" Mr. Cocke renewed the motion, and moved that it 
be laid on the table. 

" Mr. Palfrey moved a call of the House, when 

" Mr. Cocke withdrew his motion for reconsidera- 
tion ; and, after some conversation upon points of or- 
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der, the whole subject was dropped, and the bill was 
considered passed. 

" Mr. Wentworth rose (he said) to a privileged ques- 
tion, and said that a mistake had been discovered at 
the Clerk's desk, in the vote upon the passage of the 
bill for the rehef of the legal representatives of An- 
tonio Pacheco. He asked that the journal might be 
corrected. 

" The Speaker stated that corrections of the journal 
would be in order on Monday morning, after the read- 
ing of the journal. 

" Mr, Wentworth aeked if it ivould not be in order 
now to make a correction in the vote. 

" The Speaker rephed that it would. 

" On motion of Mr. Stephens, the House adjourned." 

On the following Monday, immediately after the 
reading of the journal, the Speaker said : 

" The House will remember that the vote on the 
passage of the bill for the relief of the heirs of An- 
tonio Pacheco, was originally made up by the Clerk, 
yeas 90, nays 89; and this record having been handed 
to the Speaker, and by him announced to the House, 
the Speaker proceeded to make some remarks upon the 
biU, preparatory to giving the vote contemplated in 
such cases by the rules of the House. "While in the 
act of explanation, the Speaker was interrupted by the 
Clerk, who stated that, on a more careful count, the 
vote was found to be yeas 91, nays 89, The interven- 
tion of the Speaker was therefore no longer allowable, 
and the bill was declared to have passed the House. 

" The Chair takes the earliest opportunity to state 
to the House, this morning, that, upon a re-examina- 
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tion of the yeas and nays, the Clerk has ascertained 
tliat an error was still made in the announcement of 
the vote on Saturday. The vote actually stood, yeas 
89, nays 39. The correction will now, accordingly, he 
made in the journal ; and a case is immediately pre- 
sented, agreeably to the 12th rule of the House, for 
the interposition of the Speaker's vote. 

" At this stage of the proceedings, the Speaker was 
inteiTupted by 

" Mr, Farrelly, who rose and called for a further cor- 
rection of the journal, 'stating that he voted in the 
negative on Saturday last, and his vote appeared not 
to have been recorded. 

" The Speaker decided that it was the right of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to have his vote recorded, 
if he voted on Saturday last. 

" And the correction was accordingly made. 

" The vote was then finally announced — yeas 89, 
nays 90. 

" The Speaker stated that he came into the House 
this morning with the full expectation of giving his 
vote upon this bill, and prepared to give his reasons 
for the vote. But, as the question now stood, although 
it might be in his power to vote agreeably to the letter 
of the 12tli rule, it was, in his opinion, not within the 
contemplation or intention of the rule that he should 
vote. The rule contemplated that tlie Speaker should 
be allowed to vote whenever he could make a difference 
in the result — wherever his vote would either pass or 
prevent the passage of the proposition before the 
House. Under present circumstances, the Speaker's 
vote could not in any way affect the decision of the 
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House. The bill was already lost by the vote as it 
stood. A vote against tlie bill would only increase the 
majority by which it was defeated ; while a vote in 
lavor of the bill would only make a tie, and the hill 
would still he lost. The Speaker, therefore, did not 
consider himself called upon to give any vote on the 
suhject." 

Suhsec[uently the case came iip again, on a motion 
to reconsider, and the bill was passed, ayes 98, nays 
92— Mr. Lincoln voting no. 

lincoln'9 amendment to lott's resolution, 

Oa the 16th of January, the celebrated Lott resolu- 
tion against the slave-trade in the District of Colum- 
bia, was again before the House, a motion to reconsider 
having been entertained previously, and the considera- 
tion of the motion having been postponed to this day. 
It will be remembered that Mr, Lincoln voted to table 
the original resolution, not liking its tci-ms. He now, 
by the courtesy of his colleague, Mr. Wentworth, 
T,vho had the floor, offered the subjoined resolution as a 
substitute for the Lott resolution : 

" Besolved, That the Committee on the District of 
Columbia tie instructed to report a bill in substance as 
follows : 

" Sec. 1, Be it enacted by tlie Senate and House of 
Jicpresentatives of the United States in Congress as- 
sembled, That no person not now within the District of 
Columbia, nor now owned by aoiy person or persons now 
resident within it, nor hereafter born within it, shall 
ever be held in slaveiy within said District. 

" Sec. 2. That no person now within said District or 
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now owned by any person or persons now resident with- 
in the same, or hereafter horn within it, shall ever bo 
held in slavery without the limits of said Distiict. 
Provided, That officers of the government of the 
United States, being citizens of the slaveholding States, 
coming into said District on public business, and re- 
maining only so long as may be reasonably necessaiy 
for that object, may be attended into and out of said 
District, and while there, by the necessary servants of 
themselves and their families, without their right to 
hold such servants in service being thereby impaired. 

" Sec, 3. That aU children bom of slave mothers 
within said District, on or after the first day of January, 
in the year of our Lord 1850, shall be free ; but shall 
be reasonably supported and educated by the respective 
owners of their mothers or by their heirs and represent- 
atives until they respectively anive at the age of 

years, when they shall be entirely free. And the muni- 
cipal authorities of Washington and Georgetown, within 
their respective jurisdictional limits, are hereby em- 
powered and required to make all suitable and neces- 
sary provisions for enforcing obedience to this section, 
on the part of both masters and apprentices. 

" Sec. 4. That all persons now within said District, 
lawfully held as slaves, or now owned by any person or 
persons now resident within said District, shall remain 
such at the will of their respective owners, their heirs 
and legal representatives. Provided, That any such 
owner, or his legal representatives, may at any time re- 
ceive from the treasury of the United States the full 
value of his or hor slave of the class in this section 
mentioned ; upon which such slave shall he forthwith 
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and for eyer free. And provided further, That the 
President of the United States, the Secretary of State, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be a hoard, 
for determining the value of such slaves as their own- 
ers may desire to emancipate under this section, and 
whose duty it shall be to hold a session for the pur- 
pose, on the first Monday of each calendar month ; to 
receive all applications ajid on satisfactory evidence in 
each case, that the person presented for valuation is a 
slave, and of the class in this section mentioned, and is 
owned by the appHcant, shall value such slave at his or 
her fuU cash value and give to the applicant an order 
on the treasury for the amount and also to such slave 
a certificate of freedom. 

"Sec. 5. That the municipal authorities of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown within their respective jurisdic- 
tional limits, are hereby empowered and required to 
provide active and efficient means to assert and deliver 
up to their owners all fugitive slaves escaping into said 
District, 

" Sec. 6, That the election officers within said District 
of Columbia are hereby empowered and required to 
open polls at all the usual places of holding electiona 
on the first Monday of April next and receive the vote 
of every free white male citizen above the age of twen- 
ty-one years, having resided within said district for the 
period of one year or more next preceding the time of 
such voting for or against this act, to proceed in taking 
said votes in all respects herein not specified, as at elec- 
tions under the municipal laws, and with as little delay 
as possible to transmit correct statements of the votes 
so cast to the President of the United States ; and it 
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shall be the duty of the President to canvass said votes 
immediately and if a majority of them he found to te 
for this act to forthwith issue his proclamation, giving 
notice of the fact, and this act shall only be in full 
force and effect on and after the day of such procla- 
mation. 

" Sec, 7. That involuntary servitude for the punish- 
ment of crime, whereof the party shall have been duly 
convicted, shall in nowise be prohibited by this act. 

" Sec. 8. That for all the purposes of this act the 
jurisdictional limits of Washington are extended to all 
parts of the District of Columbia not now included 
■within the present limits of Gfeorgctown." 

This bill shows us the real position of Mr. Lincoln 
on the slavery question, in 1849. He was opposed to 
the institution, to its extension into the territoiies, and 
■was in favor of its abolition in the District of Colum- 
bia, but with compensation to the owner. He was for 
reform, but was a cautious, conservative reformer. 

On the 31st of January, Mr. Edwards, of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, reported a bill to 
prohibit the introduction of slaves into the District of 
Columbia as merchandise, or for sale or hire. After it 
was read tmce a motion was made to lay it on the 
table, which motion was lost, Mr. Lincoln again vot- 
ing no. 

On the 21st of February, a test vote was taken in the 
House on a biU. to abohsh the franking privilege. The 
motion was made to lay the bill on the table. Mr. 
Lincoln voted mth the friends of the bill, who saved 
it from immediate defeat. 

The reader will easily discover Mr. Lincoln's position 
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in Congress upon the more important subjects before it 
in this record. On the slavery question he was always 
true to hia principles, ever voting against the extension 
of slavery, and on the Mexican war occupying the 
ground of the Whigs of that day ; refusing to justify 
the war itself, but voting the supplies for it, that -the 
war debt might be licLuidated. 

He steadily and earnestly opposed the annexation of 
Texas, and labored with all his powers in behalf of the 
Wilmot Proviso. 

TEN TEAilB AT HOME. 

In the National Convention of 1848, of which he was 
a member, he advocated the nomination of General 
Taylor, and sustained the nomination by an active can- 
vass in Illinois and Indiana. 

From 1849 to 1854 Mr. Lincoln was engaged assidu- 
ously in the practice of his profession, and being deeply 
immersed in business, was beginning to lose his interest 
in poUtics, when the scheming ambition and grovelling 
selfishness of an unscrupulous aspiiant to the Presi- 
dency brought about the repeal of the Missouri Com- 
promise. That act of baseness and perfidy aroused 
him, and be prepared for new efforts. He threw him- 
self at once into the contest that followed, and fought 
the battle of freedom on the gi-ound of hia former con- 
flicts in Illinois with more than his accustomed energy 
and zeal. Those who recollect the tremendous battle 
fought in Illinois that year, will award to Abraham 
Lincoln fully three fourths of the ability and unwearj-- 
ing labor which resulted in the mighty victory which 
gave Illinois her first Eepublican Legislature, and 
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placed Lynian Tnimbiill in the Senate of the United 
States. 

The Chicago Tribune, the editor of which is a per- 
sonal friend of Mr. Lincoln, and from whom we gather 
many of the facta of the early life of the subject of this 
volumej gives the following graphic sketches of the 
Illinois Campaign of 1854 : 

" The first and gi-eatest debate of that year came off 
between Lincoln and Douglas at Springfield, duiing the 
progress of the State Fair, in October, We remember 
the event as vividly as though it transpired yesterday, 
and in view of the prominence now given to the chief 
actor in that exciting event, it cannot fail to be in- 
teresting to all. 

" The affair came off on the fourth day of October, 
1854. The State Fair had been in progi-ess two days, 
and the capital was full of all manner of men. The 
Nehraaka bill had been passed on the previous twenty- 
second of May. Mr. Douglas had returned to Illinois 
to meet an outraged constituency. He had made a 
fragmentary speech in Chicago, the people filling up 
each hiatus in a peculiar and good-humored way. He 
called the people a mob — they called him a rowdy. 
The ' mob ' had the beat of it, both then and at the 
election which succeeded. The notoriety of all these 
events had stin-ed up the politics of the State from 
bottom to top. Hundreds of politicians had met at 
Springfield, expecting a tournament of an unusual 
character — Douglas, Ereese, Koemer, Lincoln, Trum- 
bull, Matteson, Yates, Codding, John Calhoun (of the 
order of the candle-box), John M. Palmer, the whole 
house of the McConnells, Singleton (known to fame 
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in the Mormon war), Thomas L. Harris, and a host of 
others. Several epeeches were made before, and several 
after, the paBsage between Lincoln and Douglas, hut 
that was justly held to be the event of the season. 

" We do not rememher whether a challenge to de- 
bate passed between the friends of the speakers or not, 
hut there was a perfectly amicable understanding be- 
tween Lincoln and Douglas, that the former should 
speak two or three hours, and the latter reply in just 
as little or as much time as he chose. Mr. Lincoln 
took the stand at two o'clock — a large crowd in atten- 
dance, and Mr. Douglas seated on a small platform in 
front of the desk. The first half-hour of Mr. Lincoln's 
speech was taken up with compliments to his distin- 
guished friend Judge Douglas, and dry allusions to the 
political events of the past few years. His distin- 
guished friend, Judge Douglas, had taken his seat, as 
solemn as the Cock-Lane ghost, evidently with the de- 
sign of not moving a muscle till it came his turn to 
speak. The laughter provoked by Lincoln's exordium, 
however, soon began to make him uneasy ; and when 
Mr. L. arrived at his (Douglas') speech, pronouncing 
the Missouri Compromise ' a sacred thing, which no 
ruthless hand would ever be reckless enough to disturb,' 
he opened his lips far enough to remark, ' A first-rate 
speech!' This was the beginning of an amusing col- 
loquy. 

" ' Yes,' continued Mr. Lincoln, ' so affectionate was 
my friend's regard for this compromise line, that when 
Texas was admitted into the Union, and it was found 
that a strip extended north of 36° 30' he actually in- 
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troduced a bill extending the line and prohibiting sla- 
very in the northern edge of the new State.' 

" ' And you voted against tbe bill,' said Douglas. 

" ' Precisely so,' replied Lincoln; ' I was in favor of 
running the line a great deal farther South.' 

"'About this time,' the speaker continued, 'my 
distinguished friend introduced mfi to a particular 
friend of his, one David Wiimot of Pennsylvania,' 
(Laughter.) 

" ' I thought,' said Douglas, ' you would find him 
congenial company.' 

" ' So I did,' replied Lincoln. ' I had the pleasure of 
voting for hia Proviso, in one way and another about 
forty times. It was a Semocraiic measure then, I be- 
lieve. At any rate, General Cass scolded Honest 
John Davis, of Massachusetts, soundly, for taking 
away the last hours of the session so that he (Cass) 
couldn't crowd it through. Apropos of General Oass : 
if I am not greatly mistaken, he has a prior claim to 
my distinguished friend, to the authorship of Popular 
Sovereignty. The old general has an infirmity for 
■wi-iting letters. Shortly after the scolding he gave 
John Davis, he wrote his Nicholson letter — ' 

" Douglas (solemnly) — ' God Almighty placed man 
on the earth, and told liim to choose between good and 
evil. That was the origin of the Nebraska bill !' 

"Lincoln — 'Well, the priority of invention being 
settled, let us award all credit to Judge Douglas for 
being the first to discover it.' 

" It would be impossible, in these limits, to give an 
idea of the strength of Mr. Lincoln's argument. We 
deemed it by far the ablest effort of the campaign — from 
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whatever BOurce, The occasion was a great one, and 
tlie speaker was every way ec[ual to it. The effect pro- 
duced on the listeners was magnetic. No one who waa 
pro sent will ever forget the power and vehemence of 
the following passage : 

" ' My distinguiehed friend says it is an insult to the 
emigrants to Kansas and Nebraska to suppose they 
are not able to govern themselves. We must not slur 
over an argument of this kind because it happens to 
tickle the ear. It must be met and answei-ed. I ad- 
mit that the emigrant to Kansas and Nebraska is com- 
petent to govern Mmself, but,' the speaker rising to his 
full height, ' I deny Ms right to govern any other person 
WITHOUT THAT PERSON'S CONSENT.' The applause 
which followed this triumphant refutation of a cunning 
falsehood, was but an earnest of the victoiy at the 
poUs which followed just one month from that day, 

" When Mr. Lincoln had concluded, Mr. Douglas 
strode hastily to the stand. As usual, he employed 
ten minutes in telling how gi-ossly he had been abused. 
EecoUecting himself, he added, ' though in a perfectly 
courteous manner ' — abused in a perfectly courteous 
manner! He then devoted half an hour to showing 
that it was indispensably necessary to California emi- 
grants, Sante Fe traders and others, to have organic 
acts provided for the temtories of Kansas and H'e- 
braska — that being precisely the point which nobody 
disputed. Having established this premiss to his satis- 
faction, Mr. Douglas launched forth into an argument 
wholly apart from the positions taken by Mr. Lincoln, 
He had about half finished at six o'clock, when an ad- 
journment to tea was effected. The speaker insisted 
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strenuously upon his right to resume in the evening, 
hut we helieve the second part of that speech has not 
heen delivered to this day. After the Springfield pas- 
sage, the two speakers went to Peoria, and tried it 
again, with identically the same results. A friend, 
who listened to the Peoria dehate, informed us that 
after Lincoln had finished, Douglas ' hadn't much to 
say ' — which we presume to have been Mr. Douglas' 
view of the case also, for the reason that he ran away 
i'rom his antagonist and kept out of the way during 
the remainder of the campaign. 

" During this exciting campaign Mr. Lincoln pressed 
the slavery issue upon the people of Central and South- 
ern Illinois, who were largely made up of the emigra- 
tion from Kentucky, Tennessee, Virginia, and North 
Carohna, with all the powers of his mind. He felt the 
force of the moral causes that must influence the clucs- 
tion, and he never failed to appeal to the moral senti- 
ment of the people in aid of the argument drawn from 
political sources, and to illuminate his theme with the 
lofty inspirations of an eloquence, pleading for the 
rights of humanity. A revolution swept the State. 
For the first time a majority of the Legiskture of Illi- 
nois was opposed to the Democratic administration of 
the federal government. A United States Senator 
was to be elected in place of General Shields who had 
yielded to the influence of his less scrapulous colleague, 
and, against his own better judgment, had voted for the 
Kansas-Nebraska act. The election came on, and a 
number of ballots were taken, the almost united oppo- 
sirion voting steadily for Lincoln, but the anti-Nebras- 
ka Democrats for Trumbull. Mr. Lincoln became ap- 
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prehensive that those men who had heen elected as 
Democrats, though opposed to Judge Douglas, would 
turn upon some third candidate, of less decided convic- 
tions than Judge Trumbull, and possibly elect a Sena- 
tor who had little or nothing in common with the then 
inchoate Eepublican party. To prevent such a con- 
summation, be went personally to his friends, and fey 
strong persuasion, induced them to vote for Trumbull. 

" He thus secured, by an act of generous self-sacri- 
fice, a triumph for the cause of right, and an advocate 
of it on the iloor of the Senate, not inferior, in earnest 
zeal for the principles of Bcpublicanism, to any mem- 
ber of that body. 

" Some of his friends on the floor of the Legislature 
wept like children when constrained by Mr. Lincoln's 
personal appeals to desert him and unite on TrumbuD. 
It is proper to say in this connection, that between 
Trumbull and Lincoln the most cordial relations have 
always existed, and that the feeling of envy or rivalry 
is not to be found in the breast of either." 

At the Peoria debate alluded to above, the arrange- 
ment was that Douglas should speak as long as he 
pleased, then that Lincoln should do the same, and that 
Douglas should have an hour to close. Douglas com- 
menced at 2 o'clock and spoke till six, wearing away 
the time in a tedious speech, hoping that the farmers, 
who had come in from the country, would not stay to 
hear Mr. Lincoln's reply. As soon as Douglas had 
concluded his speech, the vast crowd who had patiently 
listened to him divided, the Democrats at once leaving 
in great numbers for the country, while the Whigs and 
Free-Soilers remained and loudly called for Lincoln. 
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Mr. L., nothing vexed, by the consumption by Dongks 
of the whole afternoon, when no one expected that he 
would occupy more than an hour and a half or two 
hours, proposed that the crowd adjourn for tea, whicli 
they veiy reluctantly did. After half an hour the crowd 
again aBsembled, and Mr. Lincoln took the stand, and 
for three hours continued to entrance his hearei-s by ir- 
resistible logic and strains of eloquence never before ex- 
celled in any of his public efforts. The whole territo- 
rial history of the country was reviewed, and the Kan- 
sas-Nebraska bill, then recently passed, was dissected 
in a manner such as has never been suriiassed in the 
halls of Congress. Never since, in all the discus- 
sions, innumerable and interminable, of that subject in 
the mtervening six years, have the inconsistencies of 
Judge Douglas been shown up as they were then, but 
all in the utmost good nature. Since then Douglas has 
invented new subterfuges, but before that audience, all 
his poHtical tricks and dodges'in connection with that 
bill were thoroughly exposed. 

About half-p^t nine, Douglas rose to take his hour. 
It was evident he had no heart for the undertaking. 
He beat a most handsome retreat. He complained of 
his voice, which he said would not permit of his oc- 
cupying his hour ; he complimented the city of Peorip. 
— the intelligence of its citizens, and the natural beaut, 
of its location, which, of course, brought down cheers 
for him ; he complimented Lincoln ; he spoke of the 
fact that in the cemetery adjacent to the city rested 
the remains of the lamented Governor Ford — in short, 
he devoted a quarter of an hour to putting the au- 
dience in good humor with him, and then, without at- 
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tempting a i-eply to Ms antagonist's crashing argu- 
ments, hid his audience good night. 

Mr. Lincoln expected to meet Mr. Douglas next at 
Lacon, or Henry, north of Peoria, on the Illinois 
river ; hut the " Little Giant" had had enough of 
" Old Ahe" that year, and did not give the latter an- 
other opportunity of meeting him during the season. 

Mr. Lincoln was offered the nomination for Gover- 
nor by the Anti-Nebraska (the future Republican) 
party in 1854 ; but he told his friends, " No — I am 
not the man ; Biesell will make a better Governor 
than I, and you can elect Kim on account of his Demo- 
cratic antecedents." So, giving to BisscU the flag it 
was universally desired that he should bear, he himself 
took the sword, and hewed a way for the triumph of 
that year. 
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P A H T T n I E D . 

THE GREAT EENATOEIAL CONTEST. 

In the eummer of 1858, the great Senatorial contest 
of Illinois took place between Mr. Douglas on the one 
hand, and Mr. Lincoln on the other. The rehellion of 
Mr, Douglas in the U. S. Senate against the adminis- 
tration — his refusal to assist in the perpetration of the 
Lecompton fraud, insured him the enmity of the ad- 
ministration ; hut in spite of this, his position gave 
him immense strength both in and outside of Illinois, 
Prominent Republicans in other States were disposed 
to see him returned to the Senate as a rehuke to the 
administration, vainly hoping that Mr, D, would aban- 
don the Democratic party, Mr, Crittenden wrote a 
letter advising the Americans or old Whigs of Illinois 
to vote for Douglas, and in consecLuence of this outside 
pressure there can he lio doubt that Mr. Douglas was 
stronger by ten thousand votes as a rebel, than he 
would have been as an administration favorite. 

Ail who know anything at all of Mr. Douglas are 
aware that as a political debater, either on the stump 
or on the Senate floor, he has no superior, if he has an 
ec[ual, in the country. It was, then, no light matter 
to contest the State of Illinois with such a man as Mr. 
Douglas, and especially under the circumstances, when 
the masses of the people sympathized with Mr, D. in 
hie q^uarrel with the admintetration. 
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A Eepublican State Convention met at Springfield, 
Illinois, June 2, 1858, and put Mr. Lincoln in nomina- 
tion as the Republican candidate for United States 
Senator. The Convention also adopted the subjoined 
platform ; 

THE ILLINOIS I'LATFOEM. 

"We, the Eepublicans of Illinois, in Convention 
assembled, in addition to our previous affirmations, 
make the following declaration of our principles : 

" 1. We reaffirm our devotion to the Constitution of 
the country, and to the nnion of the States, and ■will 
steadily resist ajl attempts for the perversion of the one 
and the disruption of the other. We recognize the 
ecLKal rights of all the States, and avow our readiness 
and ■willingness to maintain them ; and disclaim all 
intention of attempting, either directly or indirectly, 
to assail or abridge the rights of any of the members of 
the confederacy guaranteed by the Constitution, or in 
any manner to interfere with the institution of slavery 
in the States where it exists. Nevertheless, we hold 
that the government was instituted for freemen, and 
that it can he perpetuated, and made to fulfil the pur- 
poses of its organization only by devoting itself to the 
promotion of virtue and intelligence among its citizens, 
and the advancement of their prosperity and happiness ; 
and to these ends, we hold it to be the duty of the gov- 
ernment so to reform the system of disposing of the 
public lands as to secure the soil to actual settlers, and 
■wrest it from the grasp of men who speculate in the 
homes of the people, and from corporations that lock 
it up in dead hands for enhanced profits. 

" 2, Free labor being the only true support of repub- 
lican institutions, our government should maintain its 
rights ; and we therefore demand the improvement of 
our harbors and rivers which freight the commerce of 
the West to a market, and the construction of a central 
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highway, to connect our trade with the Paeilic States, 
as rightful encouragement to home industry ; and, in- 
asmuch as we now compete in the markets of the whole 
country against the products of unpaid lahor,at depre- 
ciating prices, it is therefore eminently unjust that the 
National Administration should attempt, by coercion, 
to extend a sei-vile system in the territories, or, hy pa- 
tronage, to perpetuate slavery in the States. 

" 3. The present administration has proved recreant 
to the trusts committed to its hands, and by its extra- 
ordinary, con-upt, unjust, and undignified, exertions, 
to give effect to the original intention and purpose of 
the Kansas-Nebraska hill, by forcing upon the people 
of Kansas, against their will, and in defiance of their 
known and earnestly-expressed wishes, a constitution 
recognizing slavery as one of their domestic institutions, 
it has forfeited all claim to the support of the friends 
of free men, free labor, and equal lights. 

" 4. It is the duty of the government faithfully and 
diligently to execute all our treaty stipulations, and to 
enforce all our laws for the suppression of the slave- 
trade. 

" 5. "While we deprecate all interference on the 
part of political organizations with the action of the 
Judiciaiy, if such action is limited to its_ appropriate 
sphere, yet we cannot reii'ain from expr^sin^ our con- 
demnation of the principles and tendencies of the extra 
judicial opinions of a majority of the Judges of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in the matter of 
Dred Scott, wherein the political heresy is put forth, 
that the Federal Constitution extends slavery into all 
the territories of the Eepublic, and so maintains it that 
neither Congress nor people, through their territorial 
legislature, can by law abolish it. We hold that Con- 
gress possesses sovereign power over the territories 
while tliey remain in a territorial condition ; and that 
It is the duty of the general government to protect the 
territories from the curse of slavery, and to preserve 
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tlie public domain for the occupation of free men and 
free labor. And we declare that no power on earth can 
carry and maintain slavery in the States against the 
will of the people and the provisions of their constitu- 
tions and laws ; and we fully endorse the recent decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court of our own State, which 
declares, " that property in persons is repugnant to the 
constitution and laws of Illinois, and that all persons 
within its jurisdiction are supposed to be free ; and 
that slaveiy, where it exists, is a municipal regulation, 
without any extra-territorial operation, 

" 6. The policy of this government should he, to live 
on tei-ms of peace and amity with all the nations of the 
earth, so far as it can be done consistently with our 
national honor and interest, and to enter into entang- 
ling alliances with. none. Onr intercourse with other 
nations should be conducted upon principles of exact 
and exalted justice ; and while firmly maintaining our 
own rights, we should carefully avoid any invasion of 
the rights of others, and especially those of weaker na- 
tions. Our commerce ought to be protected from wan- 
ton interruption, and our commercial marine from 
invasion and searcli ; and while we would deplore the 
necessity of war with any of the nations of the earth, 
we will still firmly, zealously, and patriotically, sustain 
the government in any just measures which it may so 
adopt, to obtain redress for indignities which may here- 
tofore haw been inflicted upon our citizens navigating 
the seas, or which may be necessary to secure them 
against a repetition of like injuries in the future. 

" 7, We view, with regret and alarm, the rapidly- 
increasing expenditures of the general government, 
which now, in a state of profound peace, riireaten the 
country with national bankruptcy ; and we pledge our- 
selves, so far ae we speak for the Kepublicans of Illinois, 
to a thorough and radical reform in the administration 
of the government finances, in the event that the Repub- 
licans are intrusted with (he care of national affairs," 
4 
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Mr. Lincoln delivered an able speech to the Conven- 
tion, -which might he said to open the campaign. 

On the 24th of July, Mr. Lincoln initiated the cor- 
respondence which follows, by sending the letter which 
is the first of the series : 

DOUGLAS A^'D LINCOLN COKRESPONDENCE. 
Mr. Lincoln to Mr. Douglas. 

Chicago, III,, Juhj 24, 1S58. 
Hon. S. A. Douglas : 

My Dear Sir — Will it be agreeable to you to make 
an arrangement for you and myself to divide time, and 
address the same audiences the present canvass ? Mr. 
Judd, who will hand yon this, la authorized to receive 
your answer ; and, if agreeable to you, to enter into 
the terms of such arrangement. 

Your obedient servant, 

A. Lincoln. 

Mr. Douglas to Mr. Lincoln. 

Chicago, July 24, 1858. 
Hon. A, Lincoln : 

Dear Sir~—YouT note of this date, in which you in- 
quire if it would be agreeable to me to make an 
arrangement to divide the time and address the same 
audiences during the present canvass, was handed me 
b^ Mr. Judd. Recent events have interposed difficul- 
ties in the way of such an arrangement . 

I went to Springfield last week for the purpose of 
conferring with the Democratic State Central Com- 
mittee upon the mode of conducting the canvass, and 
with them, and under their adrice, made a list of ap- 
pointments covering the entire period until late in Oc- 
tober. The people of the several localities have been 
notified of the times and places of the meetings. These 
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appointments hare all been made for Democratic meet- 
ings, and arrangements have been made by whick the 
ilemocratic candidates for Congress, for the Legishi- 
ture and other offices, will be present and address the 
people. It IS evident, therefore, that those vai-ions 
candidates, in conneetion with myself, will oocnpy the 
whole time of the day and evenmg, and leave no mpor- 
tunity_ for other speeches. 

Besides, there is another consideration which should 
be kept in mmd. It has been suggested, recently, that 
an aiTangement had been made to bring out a third 
candidate for the United States Senate, who, with 
yourself, should canvass the State in opposition to me, 
with no other purpose than to insure my defeat, by di- 
viding the Democratic pai-ty for your beneSt. If I 
should mate this anangement with you, it is more 
than probable that this other candidate, who has a 
common object ivith you, would desire to become a 
party to it, and claim the right to speak from the same 
stand ; so that he and you, in oonoert, might b« able 
to take the opemng and closing speech in every case. 

I cannot refram from expressing my surprise 11' it 
was your origmal intention to invite such an arran<^e- 
mont, that you should have waited until after I iTad 
made my appomtments, inasmuch as we were both here 
in (>hicago together for several days after my anival 
and again at Bloomington, Atlanta, Lincoln, and 
bprmgheld, where it was well known I went for the 
purpose of consulting with the State Central Com- 
mittee, and agreeing upon the plan of the campaign 

While, under these chcnmstanoes, I do not feel at 
liberty to make any anangements which would deprive 
the Democratic candidates for Congress, State offioers 
and the Legislature, from participatmg in the discus- 
sion at the various meetings designated by the Demo- 
cratie State Centml Committee, I will, in order to ac- 
commodate you, as far as it is in my power to do so 
take the responsibihty of mating an airangemciit with 
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you for a discussion between ub at one prominent point 
in each Congressional District in the State, except the 
second and sixth distrjcta, where we have both spoken, 
and in each of which cases you had the concluding 
speech. If agreeable to you, I will indicate the fol- 
lowing places as those most suitable in the several Con- 
gressional Districts, at which we should speak, to wit : 
Freeport, Ottawa, Galeshurgh, Quincy, Alton, Jones- 
horo', and Charleston. I will confer mth you at the 
earliest convenient opportunity in regard to the mode 
of conducting the debate, the times of meeting at the 
several places, subject to the condition, that where ap- 
pointments have already been made by the Democratic 
State Central Committee at any of those places, I must 
insist upon your meeting me at the time epecified. 
Very respectfully, 

Your most obedient servant, 
S. A. Douglas. 

Mr. Lincoln to Mr. Bougla-i. 

SrEiNGiriELD, July 29, 1858. 
Hon. S. A. Douglas: 

Dear Sir — Yours of the 24th, in relation to an 
arrangement to divide time, and aJldress the same au- 
diences, is received ; and, in apology for not sooner re- 
plying, allow me to say, that when I sat by you at 
dinner yesterday, I was not aware that you had an- 
swered my note, nor, certainly, that my own note had 
been presented to you. An hour after, I saw a copy of 
your answer in the Chicago Times, and, reaching home, 
I found the original awaiting me. Protesting 'that 
your insinuations of attempted unfairness on my part 
are unjust, and with the hope that you did not very 
considerately make them, I proceed to reply. To your 
statement that "It has beensuggeated, recently, that an 
arrangement had been made to bring out a third candi- 
date for the "11. 8. Senate, who, with yom-self, slmiild 
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oaiTmi, the S ato m oppMilion to n,c,» clc, I cm onlv 
B«y, that suoli suggcstioE must havo been made by 
yourself, for eei-tainly none such has been made bv or 
L^^r/ "'h'™"' f ° ,""1' tMwledge. Surely yon did 
not ddibemtdy conclude, as you insinuate that I was 
expMtmg to draw you into an arrangemoit of term, 

md^S.™^'"'"™'?'"5j' ,"''=* " '"'* ""Mate 
and myself, '/ m concert, might be able to tale the onen- 
mg and closmg speech in every case " 

As to your surprise that I did not sooner make the 
proposal to diTide time mth you, I con only say, I made 
It as soon as I resolved to make it. I did not know but 
that such proposal would come from you ; 1 waited 
respectfully, to see. It may have been well known to 
you that you went to Springfield for the purpose of 

known to ine. When your appointments were an- 
A,™, w J/y"' ?^*>"'li"g «»ly to the 21st of 
August, I, for the first time, considerud it certain that 
you would make no proposal to me, and then resolved 
that. If my tnends concurred, 1 would make one to 
you As soon thereafter as I could see and consult 
with friends satisfactorily, I did make the proposal It 



. - — u^^v.^i,jj, 1 uiuiuaKe tne proposal It 

did not occur to me that the proposed arrangement 
could derange your plans after the ktest of your ap- 
pointments already made. After that, there was, before 
the election, largely over two months of clear time 

or you to^ say that we have aheady spoken at Chi- 
cago and Spnngfield, and tliat on both occasions I had 
the ooncludmg speech, is hardly a fair statement The 
tmth rather is thu : At Chicago, July 9th, you made 
a carefully-prepared conclusion on my speech of June 
IMh Twenty-four hours after, I made a hasty conclu- 
sion on yours of the 9th. Tou had sil days to pre- 
pare and concluded on me again at Bloomington on 
the leih. Twenty-four hours after I concluded a-'ain 
on you at Spnngfield. In the meantime, you had 
made another conclusion on me at Sprin»tield, which I 
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did not hear, and of the contents of -which I knew 
nothing when I spoke ; so that your speech made in 
dayhght, and mine at night, on the 17th, at Spring- 
field, were both made in perfect independence of each 
other. The dates of making all these speeches will 
show, I think, that in the matter of time for prepara- 
tion, the advantage has been all on your side ; and tliat 
none of the external circumstances has stood to my 
advantage. 

I agree to an arrangement for us to speak at the 
seven places you have named, and at your own times, 
provided you name the times at once, so that I, as well 
as you, can have to myself the time not covered by the 
arrangement. As to the other details, I wish perfect 
reciprocity, and no more. I wish as mnch time as 
you, and that conclusions shall alternate. That is all. 
Your obedient servant, 

A. Lincoln. 

P. S. As matters now stand, I shall he at no more 
of your exclusive meetings ; and for about a week from 
to-day a letter from you will reach me at Springfield. 

Mr. Douglas to M): Lincoln. 

Bement, Piatt Co., III., July 30, 1858. 

Hear Sir — Your letter, dated yesterday, accepting 
my proposition for a joint discussion at one prominent 
point in each Congressional District, as stated in my 
previous letter, was received this morning. 

The times and places designated are as follows : 

Ottawa, La S il n ty Anp, 21 1958. 

Freeport, S p ns n in y 
Joneaboro, U nty Sep mb 

CbsrleBton, C nn 8 b 
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I agree to your suggestion that we shall alternately 
open and close the discussion. I will speak at Ottawa 
one hour you can reply, occnpying an hour and a half, 
and I will then follow for hali' an hour. At Fieeport, 
yon shall open the discussion and speak one hour, I 
will follow for an hour and a half, and you can then 
reply for half an hour. We will alternate in like man- 
ner at each successive place. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

-rr , -^ ^- -A. Douglas. 

Hon. A. Lincoln, SpringMd, 111. 

[Mr. Lincoln to Mr. Dough.-!.] 

„ Springfield, July 31, 1858. 

Hon. S. A. Douglas : Dear Sir—YmwB of yester- 
day, naming plac^, times, and terms, for joint discus- 
sions between us, was received this morning. Although 
by the terms, as you propose, you take fowr openings 
and closes, to my three, I accede, and thus close the 
arrangement. I direct this to you at Hillsboro, and 
shall try to have both your letter and this appear in 
the Journal and Register of Monday morning. 
Your obedient servant, 

A, Lincoln. 

Of the joint debates which followed this coiTcspond- 
ence the press of the entire country has spoken, and it 
is the liighest praise of Mr. Lincohi to say, as the press 
everywhere said, that he held his gi-ound in every en- 
counter with Mr. Douglas, as a debater and as an 
orator. He had truth on his side to be sure, which is 
always a great advantage, but neither in repartee nor in 
argument did Mr. Douglas for once confuse or confute 
his opponent. An Illinois correspondent of a Boston 
journal, said to be the President of an Illinois College, 
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Tpvrote, after "witnessing tlic joiut debate at G-alcsburgli, 
as follows : 

" The men aio entirely dissimiktr. Mr. Duugltis is a 
thiek-aet, finely-built, courageous man, and has an air 
of eelf-confidence that does not a little to inspire his 
suppsrtera with hope. Mr, Lincoln ie a tall, lank man, 
awkward, apparently diffident, and when not speaking 
has neither Ajmness in his countenance nor fire in his 
eye. w s « « 

"Mr. Lincoln has a rich, sih-ery voice, enunciates 
with great distinctness, and has a fine command of 
language. He commenced by a review of the points 
Mr. Douglas had made. In this he showed great tact, 
and his retorts, though gentlemanly, wei-e sharp, ami 
reached to the core the subject in dispute. While he 
gave but little time to the work of review, we did not 
teel that anything was omitted which deserved atten- 
tion. 

"He then proceeded to defend the Republican party. 
Here he charged Mr, Douglas with doing nothing for 
fi-eedom ; with disregarding the rights and interests of 
the colored man ; and for about forty minutes he spoke 
with a power that we have seldom heaid eijualled. 
There was a grandeur in his thoughts, a comprehen- 
siveness in his arguments, and a binding force in his 
conclusions, which were pei"fectly irresistible. The 
vast throng wore silent as death ; every eye was fixed 
upon the speaker, and all gave him serious attention. 
He was the tall man eloquent ; his cormtenance glowed 
with animation, and his eye glistened with an intelli- 
gence that made it lustrous. He was no longer 
awkward and ungainly ; but graceful, bold, command- 

" Mr. Douglas had been qiuetly smoking up to this 
lime ; but here he forgot iiis cigar and listened with 
anxious attention. When he rose to reply ho appeared 
excited, disturbed, and his second eifort seemed to xxs 
vastly inferior to his first, Mr. Lincoln had given him 
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a gi-eat task, and Mr. BougUs had not time to answer 
tim, even if he had the ability." 



THE DEBATES. 



Mr. Lincoln, on the evening hefuie the Freoport 
dehate, upon infonaing a few of his friends of the 
q.uerie8 he was going to put to Mr. Douglas (including 
tliatj in reference to the power of the tenitorial legisla- 
ture, notwithstanding the Dred Scott decision, to ex- 
clude slavery), was told hy his friends that if ho cornered 
Douglas on that (question, the latter would sm-ely 
" take the bull by the horns," and, making a virtue of 
necessity, assert hia Squatter Sovereignty in defiance 
of the Dred Scott decision ; " and that," remarked Mr. 
L.'e friends, " will make him Senator." " That may 
he," said Lincoln, and his largo gray eye twinkled ; 
" but if he takes that shoot, he never can be President." 
AU that has transpired since has but justified Mr. L.'s 
prediction. The Republicans, after the Supreme Court 
had made their decision and Douglas had unreservedly 
endorsed it, saw the advantige they hid over the 
Democrats in the canvass for they could quote Dred 
Scott as a knocl down argument tgimst Popular 
Sovereignty. Mi Douglas too saw this and said 
very little in las fiigt speechts about | oj ulai- sover- 
eignty, but assumed the offensn c, and attacked the 
Eepublican paitj chirgin,, it with negro equality, &c. 
If he could hi^e got thioUj,h with thit cinvasa with- 
out expressing his opinion ai to the power of a territo- 
rial legislature over the subject of slavery — which 
opinion he hal s dul uslv I'vcilel (Yjies'ting during 
all the Locomj ton contio^p \ n th S otte— he un- 
i 

HoslcdbvCoOglc 



82 LIFE AKD SPEECHES OF 

doubtedly could now have been able to reconcile all 
other diiFeienccH of opinion between himself and the 
Southern Democracy. But Mr. Lincoln's logical mind 
was more eager to probe this gigantic sophistry, with 
which the American public were being cheated, than to 
be Senator, Soj ivhile Douglas was making ad ca^tan- 
dnm appeals to the prejudices of the people, Lincoln 
was weaving around him, slowly but surely, the web in 
which, at Freeport, he became entangled, and from 
which he has ever since been vainly endeavoring to ex- 
tricate himself. 

Of this great contest the Philadelphia North Amer- 
ican, always conservative and cautious, remarks : 

" Stephen A. Douglas had ten times his education. 
Mr. Lincoln was mostly engaged in his profession, mas- 
tered amidst great discouragements, but practised with 
eminent success. He had some experience, however, 
as a general politician, besides servmg for a while in 
the Illinois Legislature, and for two yeai's in Congress; 
Mr. Douglas, on the other hand, a man of great native 
force, and possessing ten times the scholastic training 
of his rival, had been for full fifteen years in the very 
heart of national politics. Indeed, he is the strongest 
among the representatives of democracy under its 
northern phase, and we doubt if Toombs, Stephens, 
Benjamin, or Davis, bright luminaries of its southern 
hemisphere, can rami at aU before him. 

"with all these differences in poUtieal and other 
education, in a State that has been democratic ever 
since its admission into the ' happy family,' and in op- 
position to a popular dogma, Lincoln stumped Illinois 
against Douglas, and carried it. The speeches on both 
sides were many and able. 

*' Lincoln was, on several occasions, partly foiled or, 
at least, badly bothered. In most, cases it seemed to 
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be, SO far as regarded strength and skiU, a drawn bat- 
tle. In more than one instance he floored the ' little 
giant ' flatly and fairly. We consider it, on the ivhole, 
an equal fight. Lincoln showed as much knowledge, 
and as much logic, with more wit, good humor, and 
courtesy. Douglas, while more rough and overbeai'ing, 
was also much superior in a certam force, directneaa 
and detei-mination. But it was aboiit an equal match 
in ability. As for the result, Douglas carried the legis- 
lature,_and Lincoln took the popular vote, as he can 
do again. Such is the man whom democracy ivill now 
endeavor to decry — the man who matched, and fully 
matched, their foremost champion. Both of them are 
self-made men ; both of them are very able ; both 
sprang from obscurity to distinction ; both belong to 
the common people ; and both will be found to be 
strong ivith the masses, "We would advise democracy, 
not for its own sake, but for ours, to go on ridicuUng 
Abraham Lincoln for having once mauled logs, and de- 
scribing him as a third-rate man. These little pop- 
guns will Boon be silenced by the roar of the popular 
Paixhans." 

Mr, Greeley says ; 

" I tell you, the man who stumps a State with Ste- 
phen A. Douglas, and meets liim, day after day, before 
the people, has got to bo no fool. Many a man will 
make a better iivst speech than Douglas, but, giving 
and taking, back and forward, he is very sharp. Now, 
the man who went through the State, speaking against 
Stephen A. Douglas, and was not beaten, as no man 
says he was, is not a common man ; for no common 
man will answer for that work ; and at the end of that 
cumpaign Mr. Lincoln came out with 4,000 majority 
on the popular vote, althougli Mr, Buchanan had beaten 
Fremont 9,000, and the general feeling outside of the 
State was that Douglas had better be elected. Mr. 
Crittenden wrote a letter which elected Douglas ; he 
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said that it waa tetter tliat Douglas should be elected, 
and there were 30,000 Americaas there ; I don't be- 
lieve we have got another man Uving who would have 
fought through that campaign so cftectively and at tho 
same time so good-natuiedly as ho did. Mr, Trumbull 
would have begun a little ranker, but one or the otlior 
would soon have been knocked off the platlbrm. Mi'. 
Lincoln went through with perfect good nature and en- 
tire suavity, and beat Stephen A. Dcuglae, it being 
the first time any man on our side ever canied that 
State." 

In a recent debate in tlie Senate of the United 
States, Senator Benjamin, one of tJie ablest men in tlie 
Senate and the finest orator, took up the debates be- 
tween Mr. Douglas and Mr. Lincoln for examination, 
and though the vehement enemy of Eepubhcans and 
Eepublicanism, he comphrocnted Mr. Iiincobi very 
highly. Said Mr. Benjamin : 

" Here, Mr. President, let me come back to an ex- 
planation of that fact which I spoke of before, and to 
which I asked the attention of tho Senate and ihe 
country. There stands the explanation of the sudden 
change that has been wrought in the relations of the 
Senator from Illinois with the rest of the Democratic 
pai-ty. It was when, in the year 1858, the year follow- 
ing this decision, pressed by a canvass at home, eagpr 
to return to the Scnatt3, he joined in canvassing the 
State of lUinois with the gentleman who is now the 
candidate of the Black Repubhcan party for the Prcs- 
idency. Pressed in different portions of the State 
with this very argument, that he had agreed to leave 
the question to the court, that the court had decided it 
in favor of the South, and that, therefore, under the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill, slavery was fixed in all the ter- 
ritories of tho United States — ^finding himself going 
down in Illinoifi, in that canvass, he backed out from 
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his promise, and directly told tie people of liis Stale 
tliat rtethor it had been decided or not, and no mat- 
ter wliat the court might decide, tlie KansaB-Nebrasia 
Bill had fixed the power in the people of the North to 
make every territory in the Union free. 
,'',^" ''M'' ,<!raitos' the tm candidates for the Senate 
ol the United States, in the State of lihnois, went be- 
fore their people. They agreed to discuss the issues ; 
they put questions to each other for answer ; and I must 
say here, lor I must be just to ah, that I have been sur- 
prised m the examination that I made again within the 
last lew days ot this discussion between Mr. Lincoln and 
Mr. Douglas, to find that Mr. Lincoln is a far more oon- 
Boryative man, unless he has since changed his opinions 
than I had supposed hhn to be. There was no dodehw 
on his part. Sr. Douglas started with his questions 
Mere they are, with Mr. Lincoln's answers : 

" Qmstion 1 ' I desire to faiow whether Lincoln to- 
day stands, as he did in 1854, in favor of the uncondi- 
tional repeal of the fugitive slave kw P' 

"Amwer. ■! do not now, nor ever did, stand in 
law ' unconditional repeal of the fugitive slave 

••QuesHim 2. 'I desue hhn to answer whether he 
stands pledged to-day, as he did in 1854, against the 
admission of any more slave States into tlTe Union 
even if the people want them ?' ' 

" Answer • I do not now, nor ever did, stand pled.-- 
ed against the admission of any more slave States into 
tne Umoii 



.0-- ._". -I want to know whether he stands 

pledged against the admission of a new State into the 
Umon with such a constitution as the people of that 
State may see fit to make ?' i i ai 

"Amwcr '1 do not stand pledged against the 
adm ssion of a new State mto the Union with such a 
constitution as the people of that State may see lit to 
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** Question i. ' I want to know whether he stands 
to-day pledged to the abolition of slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columhia ?' 

'^Answer. 'I do not stand to-day pledged to the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia.' 

" Question 5. ' I desire him to answer whether he 
stands pledged to the prohibition of the slave trade be- 
tween the different States ?' 

" Answer. ' I do not stand pledged to the prohibition 
of the slave trade between the different States.' 

" Question 6. ' I desire to know whether he stands 
pledged to prohibit slavery in all the territories of the 
United States, north as well aa south of the Missouri 
Compromise line ?' 

" Answer. ' I am impHedly, if not expressly, pledged 
to a behef in the right and dviy of Congress to prohibit 
slavery in all the United States territories,' 

" Question 7, ' I desire him to answer whether he is 
opposed to the acquisition of any new territory unless 
slavery is first prohibited therein ?' 

" Answer. ' I am not generally opposed to honest 
acquisition of ten-itory ; and, in any given case, I 
would or would not oppose such acquisition, accoi-dingly 
as I might think such acquisition would or would not 
aggravate the slavery question among ourselves.' 

" It is impossible, Mr. President, however we may 
differ in opinion with the man, not to admire the per- 
fect candor and frankness with which these answers 
were given ; no equivocation — no evasion. The Sena- 
tor from Illinois had his questions put to him in his 
turn. All I propose to do now is to read his answer to 
the second question : 

" ' The next question propounded to me by Mr, Lin- 
coln is, ' Can the people of a territory, in any lawful way, 
against the wishes of any citizen of the United States, 
exclude slavery from their limits prior to the formation 
of a State constitution ?' I answer emphatically, as 
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Mp. Lincoln has ieai-a me answer a lumdrod times 
Irom every stamp in Illinois, tliat, in my opinion, tlie 
people oi a temfoiy can, by lawful means, exclude 
slavery from then- Hmits prior to the formation of a 
btate constitution. Mr. Lincoln knew that I had an- 
swered that qucBtioa over and over again. He heard 
mo argue the Nebraska bffl on that principle aU over 
the btato in 1854, in 1855, and in 1856, and he has no 
excuse for pretending to be in doubt as to my position 
on that question.' 

" All that was true ; but see the art ; the decision 
had not come yet ; now the decision has como • now 
what ? 

" 'It mattere not what way the Supreme Court may 
hereatler decide as to the abstract question, whether 
slavery may or may not go into a territory under the 
bonstitution, the people have the lawful means to 
introduce or exclude it as they please, for the reason 
that slavery cannot exist a day or an hour anywhere 
unless It IS supported hy local police regulations, 
ihose police regulations can only be established hy 
the local legislature ; and if the people are opposed to 
slaveiy, they will elect representatives to that body 
who ivill, by unfriendly legislation, effcctuany prevent 
the mtrodnction of it into their midst. If, on the con- 
trary, they are for it, their legislation will favor its 
extension. Hence, no matter what the decision of the 
o"P™™0 Court may be on that abstract question, still 
the nght of the people to make a slave territory or a 
tree territory IB perfect and complete under the Nebras- 
ka bilk I hope Mr. Lincoln deems my answer satis- 
tactoiy on that point.' « » « « » 

" Well, sir, what occurred further in that contro- 
versy? His competitor was shocked at the profli- 
gacy of the Senator. His competitor said to him— 
and here is the argument—' Everybody knows that the 
Died Scott decision has determined the principle tliat 
a citizen of the South has a right to go into the teirl- 
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tory, and there, under the Constitution, his property 
is protected, and yet you are telling the people here 
that tieir legislators, when they swear to support the 
Constitution, can violate that constitutional provision.' 
Mr. Lincoln held up his hands in hoiTor at the pro;po- 
sition. He was hold in the assertion of his own prin- 
ciples ; but he told the Senator from Illmoia in that 
discussion, that what he was saying was a gross^ out- 
rage on propi-iety, and was breaking the bargain he 
had made. But again, sir, he told the Senator from 
Ilhnois that he did not believe in the Dred Scott de- 
cision, because, said he, if the Dred Scott decision he 
true, and slavery exists in the territories under the 
Constitution of the United States, then it also exists 
in the States — it exists in Pennsylvania as well as in 



" The contest ended. On the popular vote, the 
Senator from Illinois was beaten ; but according to 
the division of the representative and senatorial dis- 
tricts of the State^ he was re-elected. The popular 
vote upon the election of members of the Senate and 
Legislature was one hundred and twenty-one thousand 
in his favor, one hundred and twenty-five thousand in 
favor of the Eepublican candidate, and five thousand 
votes in favor of what he called the Danites. AH the 
State Eepublican officers were elected ; but there was 
a majority of the Legislature of IlHnois elected in favor 
the Senator from Illinois, and he came back here in 
triumph. 

" Last spring I was forced to leave my country from 
an attack of a disease in the eyes, which recjuired at- 
tention abroad. I went to get the attention of emi- 
nent oculists abroad. I'or six or eight months I was 
debarred from reading or wi-iting. I came hack just 
before the opening of this Congress ; and I found that 
during my absence the honorable Senator from Illinois 
had been engaged in a controversy in the public jour- 
nals and magazines of the country in relation to the 



...Google 



ABKAIIAM LINCOLN. 89 

principles that governed the tcnitories of the United 
States, and that he had copied into those articles the 
very arguments that his Republican opponent in Illi- 
nois had used against him, and was then using against 
the Democratic party. [Laughter.] I have got them 
h<ire. First, that it may not be said that I originated 
this charge, after these magaziiie articles were printed, 
and after the Senator's opponent, Mr. Lincoln, had 
taxed hun with want of good faith under the Constitu- 
tion for alleging the power of the local legislature to 
go through with this unfriendly legislation, in a subse- 
quent speech, delivered at Columbus, Ohio, in Septem- 
ber, 1859, Mr. Lincoln said to the people : 

" Judge Douglas says, if the Constitution carries 
slavery into the tenitories, beyond the power of the 
people of the territories to control it as other property, 
then it follows logically that every one vi^ho swears to 
support the Constitution of the United States must 
give that support to that property which it needs. And 
if the Constitution caiTies slavery into the temtories, 
beyond the power of the people to control it as other 
property, then it also carries it into the States, because 
the Constitution is the supreme law of the land. Now, 
gentlemen, if it were not for my excessive modesty, I 
would say that I told that very thing to Judge Doug- 
las quite a year ago. This argument is here in print, 
and if it were not for my modesty, as I said, I might 
call your attention to it. If you read it, you will find 
that I not only made that argument, but made it better 
than he has made it since." (Laughter.) 

The first debate took place at Ottawa, and Mr. 
Douglas made the opening speech, in the course of 
which he made a singular charge against Mr. Lincoln, 
which was as follows : 

" In 1854, Mr. Abraham Lincoln and Mr. Trumbull 
entered into an arrangement, one with the other, and 
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each with hia respective friends, to dissolve the old 
"Whig party on the one hand, and to dissolve the old 
Democratic party on the other, and to connect the niem- 
hers of hoth into an Abolition party, under the name 
and disguise of a Republican party. The terms of 
that arrangement between Mr, Lincoln and Mr. Trura- 
buU have been published to the world by Mr. Lincoln's 
special friend, James H, Matheny, Esq., and they 
were, that Lincoln should have Shields' place in theU, B. 
Senate, which was then about to become vacant, and 
that Trumbull should have my seat when my term ex- 
pired. Lincoln went to work to abolitionize the old 
Whig party all over the State, pretending that he was 
then as good a Whig as ever ; and Trumbull went to 
work in his part of the State preaehing abolitionism 
in its milder and lighter form, and trying to abolition- 
ize the Democratic party, and bring old Democrats, 
handcuifed and bound handand foot, into the Abolition 
camp. In pursuance of the arrangement, the parties 
met in Springiield in October, 1854, and proclaimed 
their new platform. Lincoln was to bring into the 
AboUtion camp the old line Whigs, and transfer them 
over to Giddings, Chase, Fred. Douglas, and Parson 
Lovejoy, who were ready to receive them, and christen 
them in their new faith. They laid down, on that oc- 
casion, a platform for their new Eepublican party, 
which was to be thus constructed." 

To this charge, Mr. Lincoln replied ; 

" When a man hears himself somewhat misrepre- 
sented, it provokes him — at least, I find it so with 
myself ; but when misrepresentation becomes very gross 
and palpable, it is more apt to amuse him. The iirst 
thing I see iit to notice, is the fact that Judge Doug- 
las alleges, after running through the history of the 
old Democratic and the old Whig parties, that Judge 
TrumbuU and myself made an aiTangement in 1854, 
by which I was to have the place of General Shields 
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in the United States Senate, and Judge Trumbull was 
to have the place of Judge Douglas. Now, all I have 
to say upon that subject is, that I think no man — not 
even Judge Douglas — can prove it, because it is not 
true. I have no doubt he is ' conscientious ' in sayini^ 
it. As to those rceolutions that he took such a length 
of time to read, as being the platfoi-m of the Eepubli- 
can party in 1854, I say that I nevei- had anything to 
do with them, and I think Trumbull never had. Judge 
Douglas cannot show that either of na ever did Itave 
anything to do with them. I believe this is true about 
those resolutions : There was a coll for a convention 
to form a Eepublican party at Springfield, and I think 
that my friend, Mr, Lovejoy, who is here upon this 
stand, had a hand in it. I think this is true, and I 
think if ho mil remember accurately, he will be able 
to recollect that he tried to get me into it, and I would 
not go in. I believe it is also true that I went away 
from Springfield when the convention was in session, 
to attend court in Tazewcli county. It is true they 
did place my name, though without authority, upon 
the committee, and afterward wrote me to attend the 
meeting of the committee, hut I refused to do so, and 
I never had anything to do with that organization. 
This is the plain truth about all that matter of the 
resolutions." 

In the reply, Mr. Lincoln uttered the subjoined 
forcible and eloq^uent paragraph, upon negro eq^uality : 

" Now, gentlemen, I don't want to read at any 

freater length, but this is the true complexion of all 
have ever said in regard to the institution of slavery 
and the black race. This is the whole of it, and any- 
thing that argues me into his idea of perfect sociiil and 
political equality mth the negro, is hut a sp<}ciou8 and 
fantastic arrangement of words, by which a man can 
prove a horse-chestnut to be a chestnut-liorse. I will 
say here, while upon this subject, tiiat I have no pur- 
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pose, directly or indirectly, to interfere with the insti- 
tution of slavery in the States ■where it now exists. I 
believe I have no lawful right to do so, and I have no 
inclination to do so. I have no purpose to introduce 
pohtical and social equality between the white and the 
black races. There is a physical difference between the 
two, which, in my judgment, will probably forever 
forbid their living together upon the footing of perfect 
equality, and inasmuch as it becomes a necessity that 
there must be a difference, I, as well as Judge Doug- 
las, am in favor of the race to which I belong having 
the superior position, I have never said anything to 
the contrary, but I hold that, notwithstanding all this, 
there is no reason in the world why the negro is not 
entitled to all the natiual rights enumerated in the 
Declaration of Independence — the right to life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness. I hold that he is as 
much entitled to these as the white man, I agi-ee with 
Judge Douglas he is not my equal in many respects — 
certainly not in color, perhaps not in moral or iptellec- 
tual endowment. But in the right to eat the bread, 
without the leave of any one else, which his own hand 
earns, he is my equalj and the equal of Judge Doug- 
las, and the equal of every Uving man." 

Mr, Douglas also undertook to give a little sketch of 
his opponent's personal history in hia speech, and after 
the following fashion : 

"In the remarks I have made on this platform, and 
the position of Mr. Lincoln upon it, I mean nothing 
personally disrespectful or unkind to that gentleman. 
I have known him for nearly twenty-five years. There 
were many points of sympathy between us when we 
first got acquainted. We were both comparatively 
boys, and both struggling with poverty in a strange 
land, I was a school-teacher in the town of Winches- 
ter, and ho a flourishing grocery-keeper in the town of 
Salem, He was more successful in his occupation than 
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I was iu mine, and hence more fortunate in this world's 
goods. Lincoln is one of those peculiar men who per- 
form with admirable skill everything which they under- 
take. I made as good a school-teacher as I could, and 
when a cahinet-maber I made a good bedstead and ta- 
bles, although my old boss said I succeeded better with 
bureaus and secretaries than with anything else ; but I 
believe that Lincoln was always more successful in bus- 
iness than I, for his business enabled him to get into 
the Legislature. . I met hun there, however, and had a 
sympathy with him, because of the up-hill struggle we 
both had in lite. He was then just as good at telling 
an anecdote as now. He could beat any of the boys 
Avrestling, or mnning a foot-race, in pitching quoits or 
tossing a copper ; could ruin more liquor than all the 
boys of the town together, and the dignity and impar- 
ti^ty -with which he presided at a horse-race or fist- 
fight, excited the admiration and won the praise of ev- 
erybody that was present and participated. I sympa- 
thized with him, because he was struggling with diffi- 
culties, and so was I. Mr. Lincoln served with me in 
the Legislature in 1836, when we both retired, and he 
subsided, or became submerged, and he was lost sight 
of as a public man for some years. In 1846, when 
Wilmot mtroduced the celebrated proviso, and the Ab- 
olition tornado swept over the country, Lincoln again 
turned up as a member of Congress from the Sanga- 
mon district. I was then in the Senate of the United 
States, and was glad to welcome my old friend and 
companion. While in Congress, he distinguished him- 
self by his opposition to the Mexican war, taking the 
side of the common enemy against his own countiy ; 
and when he returned home he found that the indigna- 
tion of the people followed him everywhere, and he 
was again submerged or obliged to retire into piivate 
life, forgotten by his former friends." 

To wl)icli Mr. Lincoln replied : 

Hosted b,. Google 
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"The Judge is wofuUy at fault about his early friend 
Lincoln being a ' grocery-keeper,' I don't know as it 
would be a great sin if I had been ; but he is mista- 
ken. Lincoln never kept a grocery anywhere in the 
world. It is true that Lincoln did work the latter part 
of one winter in a little still-house up at the head of a 
hollow. And so I think my friend, the Judge, is 
equally at fault when he charges me at the time when 
I was in Congress of having opposed our soldiers who 
were fighting in the Mexican war. The Judge did not 
make his charge very distinctly, but I can tell you 
what he can prove by referring to the record. You re- 
member I was an old "Whig, and whenever the Demo- 
cratic party tried to get me to vote that the war had 
been righteously begun by the President, I would not 
do it. But whenever they asked for any money, or 
Ifind-warrants, or anything to pay the soldiers there, 
during all that time, I gave the same vote that Judge 
Douglas did. You can think as you please aa to whether 
that was consistent. Such is the truth ; and the Judge 
has a right to make all he can out of it. But when he, 
by a general charge, conveys the idea that I withhold 
supplies from the soldiers who were fighting in the 
Mexican war, or did anything else to hinder the sol- 
diers, he is, to say the least, grossly and altogether mis- 
taken, as a consultation of the records will prove to 
him." 

Mr. Lincoln, before ho was through, made the follow- 
ing amusing point on Mr. Douglas, in reply to his con- 
tinual talk about the Supreme Court and reverence for 
its decisions : 

" This man sticks to a decision which forbids the peo- 
ple of a territory from excluding slavery, and he does so 
not because he says it is right in itself — he does not give 
any opinion on that — ^but because it has been decided hy 
the court, and being decided by the court, he is, and 
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youareWd totalM it m your political action as 
too— not that lio judges at aU of its merits, but because 
a decision of tiie court is to him a "ThmmithtU 
iorf. He places It on that ground alone, and you 
will bear m mmd that, thus committiig himself nnre- 
servedly to this decision, commit Mm to the rusxt me 
just as firmly as to this. He did not commit himself 
on account of the merit or demerit of the decision, but 
It IS a Tkm smth tULard. The nezt decisioi, as 
much as this, wdl be a Thus mith the Lord There is 
nothing that can divert or turn him away from this de- 
cision. It IS nothing that I point out to liim that his 
great prototype. Gen. Jackson, did not believe m the 
binding forij of decisions. It is nothmg to Mm that 
Jefferson did not so believe. I have said that I have 
oilcn heard him^ approve of Jaolison's oourso in disre- 
garding the decision of the Supreme Court pronouncing 
a National Bank oonstitntionah He says, I did not 
hear hmi say so He denies the accuracy of my recol- 
lection. I say he ought to know better than I but I 
will make no question about this thmg, though it still 
seems to me that I heard him say it twenty times I 
wdl ten him though, that he now claims to stand on 
the Cmcmnati platform, which afflrms that Con^ss 
eamwt charter a National Bank, in the teeth of "that 
old standing decision that Congress cos charter a bank 
And I remind him ol another piece of history on the 
question of respect for judicial decisions, and it is a 
piece of Illinois history, belonging to a tune when the 
W party to which Judge Douglas belonged, were dis- 
pleased with a decision of the Supreme Court of Illi- 
nois, because they had decided that a Governor could 
not remove a Secretary of State. Ton will find the 
whole story m Ford's History „/ lui^, ^nd I know 
that Judge Douglas wdl not deny that he was then in 
iavor of oveislaughmg that decision by the mode of 
adding five new Judges, so as to vote down the four old 
ones. Not only so, but it ended in tU Judge's sUtim, 
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down on that very bench as one of ike Jive new Judges 
to break down the/our old ones. It was in this way 
precisely that he got his title of Judge. Now, when 
the Judge telle me that men appointed conditionally to 
sit as membere of a court, will have to be catechised 
beforehand on some eubiect, I say, ' You know, Judge ; 
you have tried it." When he says a court of this Itiiid 
will lose the confidence of ail men, wiU be prostituted 
and disgraced by such a proceeding, I say, ' You know 
best. Judge ; you have been through the mill." But 
I cannot shake Judge Douglas's teeth loose from the 
Dred Scott decision. Like some obstinate animal (I 
mean no disrespect), that will hang on when he has 
once got his teeth fixed ; you may cut off a leg, or you 
may tear away an arm, still he will not relax his hold. 
And so I may point out to the Judge, and say that he 
is bespattered all over, from the beginning of his polit- 
ical life to the present time, mth attacks upon judicial 
decisions — I may cut off limb after hmb of his public 
record, and strive io wrench him from a single tectum 
of the court — yet I cannot divert him from it. He 
hangs, to the last, to the Drod Scott decision. Tliese 
things show there is a purpose strong as death and 
eternity for whicli be adheres to tliia decision, and for 
which he will adhere to all other decisions of the samo 
court." 

We may safely challenge the annals of stump-speak- 
ing in the West or at the South for a more overwhelm- 
ing rejoinder than this. 

In the third debate, at Jonesboro, Mr. Lincoln sfiid : 

" I find a report of a speech made by Judge Doug- 
las at JoUet, since we last met at Freeport — published, 
I believe,. in the Missouri Republican — on the 91h of 
this month, in which Judge Douglas says : 

" ' You know at Ottawa, I read this platform, and 
asked him if he concurred in each and all of the prin- 
ciples set forth in it. lie would not iiiiswev those <\\v^~ 
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tjons. At last I said fmnHy, " I wish you to answer 
them, because when I get them up here where the color 
oi your principles are a Httle darker than in Esypt I 
intend to trot you down to Jonesboro." The very no- 
tice that I waa going to take him down to Egypt made 
him tremble in the knees so that he had to be carried 
irom the platform. Ho laid up seven days, and in the 
meantune held a consultation with his political physi- 
cians ; they had Lovejoy and Farnsworth and all the 
leaders of the Abolition party, they consulted it all 
over, and at last Lincoln came to the conclusion that he 
would answer, so he came up to Freeport last Triday ' 
"Nowthat statement altogether furnishes a subioct 
for philosophical contemplation. I have been treatmo- 
It in that way, and I have really come to the conclu- 
sion that I can explain it in no other way than by be- 
lieving the Judge is crazy. If he was in his right 
mind, I cannot conceive how he would have risked dis- 
gusting the four or five thousand of his own friends 
who stood there, and knew, aa to my havinir been 
earned from the platform, that there was not a word of 
truth m it." 

Judge Douglas— " Didn't they cany you off ?" 
Mb. Lincoln— " There ; that question iUustrates 
the character of this man Douglas, exactly. He smiles 
now and says, ' Didn't they carry yon otf .?' But he 
said then, ' he had to he carried of;' and he said it to 
convince the country that he had so completely broken 
me down by his speech that I had to be carried away 
Now he seeks to dodge it, and asks, ' Didn't they carry 
you off ?■ Tes, they did. But, Judge Douglas, whii 
didn i you teU the truth ? I would like to know why you 
didn't tell the truth about it. And then again, 'He 
kid up seven days.' He puts this in print for the peo- 
ple of the country to read as a serious document. I 
think if he had been in his sober senses be would not 
have risked that barefacedness in the presence of thou- 
sands of his own friends, who knew that I made 
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Speeches within six of the seven days at Henry, Mar- 
shall county, Augusta, Hancock county, and Macomb, 
McDonough county, including all the necessary travel 
to meet him again at Freeport at the end of the six 
days. Now, I say, there is no charitable way to look 
at that statement, except to conclude that he is ac- 
tually crazy. There is another thing in that state- 
ment that alarmed me very greatly as he states 
it, that he was going to 'trot me down to Egypt.' 
Thereby he would have you to infer that I would not 
come to Egypt unless he forced me — that I could not 
be got here, unless he, giantlike, had hauled me down 
here. That statement he makes, too, in the teeth of 
the knowledge that I had made the stipulation to come 
down here, a/nd that he hwiself liad been very reluc- 
tant to enter into the stipulation. More than all this. 
Judge Douglas, when he made that statement, must 
have been crazy, and wholly out of his sober senses, 
or else he would have known that when he got me 
down here — that promise — that windy promise — of his 
powers to annihilate me, wouldn't amount to anything. 
Now, how httle do I look hke being carried away 
trembling ? Let the Judge go on, and after he is done 
with his half hour, I want you all, if I can't go home 
myself, to let me stay and rot here ; and if anything 
happens to the Jud^e, if I cannot carry him to the 
hotel and put him to bed, let me stay here and rot. I 
say, then, there is something extraordinary in this 
statement. I ask you if you know any other living 
man who would make such a statement P I will ask 
my friend Oasey, over there, if he would do such a 
thing ? Would he send that out and have his men 
take it as the truth ? Did the Judge talk of trotting 
me down to Egypt to scare me to death ? Why, I 
know this people better than he does. I was raised 
just a little east of here, I am a part of this people. 
But the Judge was raised further north, and, perhaps, 
he has some horrid idea of what this people might be 



...Google 



ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 99 

induced to do. But really I haye talked about this 
matter perhaps longer than I ought, for it is no great 
thing, and yet the smallest are often the most difficult 
things to deal with. The Judge has set ahout seriously 
trying to make the impression that when we meet at 
different places I am literally in his clutches — that I 
am a poor, helpless, decrepit mouse, and that I can do 
nothing at all. This is one of the ways he has taken 
to create that impression. I don't know any other way 
to meet it, except this, I don't wan't to quarrel with 
him — to call him a liar — ^but when I come square up 
to him I don't know what else to call him, if I must 
tell the truth out. I want to he at peace, and reserve 
all my fighting powers for necessary occasions. My 
time, now, is very nearly out, and I give up the trifle 
that is left to the Judge, to let him set my knees trem- 
Hing again, if he can." 

Mr. Oreeley, in the Trihwne, speaks of this great 
Senatorial contest, and its result, as follows : 

" In 1858, the Repuhlican State Convention unani- 
mously designated him as their representative man to 
stump the St^te against Stephen A. Douglas. They 
knew that the struggle would be a desperate one — that 
they must put their very best foot foremost. If they 
had had a champion whom they supposed abler and 
worthier than Mr. Lincoln, they would have chosen 
that champion for this arduous service. They had 
nearly all heard Lincoln and their other speakers, 
and ought to have known by this time who was their 
best man ; yet they choose Abraham Lincoln. If they 
don't know who is their best man, should not mission- 
aries be sent out to teach them ? 

" Mr. Lincoln went into this canvass under most dis- 
couraging auspices. Many leading Eepublicana out of 
the State thought the opposition to Mr. Douglas im- 
politic and mistaken. We certainly thought so ; and, 
though we said little on the point, our very silence was 
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damaging in a State where more people read this paper 
than any other. It liaa been a hundred times asserted 
that The Tribune ' defeated Lincoln.' But there were 
other outside influences, as adverse and at least equally 
potent. In 1856, the State polled 37,444 American or 
Whig votes for Fillmore. Many of these were cast by 
natives of Kentucky ; aR by men who love and con- 
fide in John J, Crittenden. In the thickest of thefray, 
a letter from Mr. Crittenden was published, advising 
them to favor Mr. Douglas's reflection. Undoubtedly, 
this had an ovemiling influence with thousands. Yet, 
after Messrs. Lincoln and Douglas had thoroughly can- 
vassed the State, the people voted with the following 
result : 

FaeuoNT. Fillmore. Buchanan. 
Total rot« in 185G 9fi,189 , . 81,444 . . 106,848 

LtBCOLN. Lecoupton. Dooolas. 

Total vote in 1858 125,275 .. 5,071 .. 121,19l> 

Liiioo n-fl gain on 1856 29,086 

Douglas' " 15,743 

Lincoln's net gain 14,345 

Or, give Douglas the entire Lecompton vote in addition 
to his own, and Lincoln still gains on him 9,273. 

" Bear in mind that this was a contest in which the 
sympathies of men indifferent to party were almost 
■wholly with Douglas, wherein many Eepublicans sup- 
ported him throughout, wherein Crittenden summoned 
the Americans to his aid, and wherein he stood boldly 
on the ground of Popular Sovereignty, with the pres- 
tige of having just before defeated the infamous Le- 
compton bill. All things considered, we recall nothing 
in the history of political campaigning more creditable 
to a canvasser than this vote is to Lincoln. 

" We have thus dwelt throughout on facts of public 
record or of universal notoriety. The speeches made 
to the same audiences in that canvass, by Messrs. Lin- 
coln and Douglas, were collected and printed by the 
Republicans of Ohio, for cheap and general dissemina- 
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tion, long before they dreamed that Mr. Lincoln would 
be tbe Kepubliean candidate for President. We had 
Bold hundreds of them at our counter, as we had thou- 
sands of Mr. Lincoln's speech in this city, before the 
meeting of the Chicago Convention ; we expect to sell 
thousands of the former and tens of thousands of the 
latter forthwith. Every reader can herein see just what 
manner of man Mr. Lincoln is, and how he bears him- 
self when confronted with one of the very best and most 
effective popular canvassers in the democratic ranks. 
If Mr. Lmcoln is weak, or ill-informed, or anywise de- 
ficient, this protracted discussion with Douglas must 
show it," 

The Chicago Tribune, shortly after the election took 
place, made the subjoined statement : 

" The mjijoritics for members of Congress are as fol- 
lows : 

First district, E. B. Wnaliburiio. Rep 94I4 

Second district, J F. Farneivorth, Eep 8039 

Third district, Owen Lovpjoy. Eep. 7449 

Fourth distriot, Willmm KeilogK, llep ....'.'.'..'.'.'.".'" sVll 

Fifth distriot, Isanc N. MorriH, Dem ' ' ] 901 

Sixth distriot, ThomaB L. Harris, Dera ", " 4447 

Seventh district, J. 0. Robinson, Dem. . ' I'T-ig 

Eighth dis^ot, Philip B. Foullte, Dem [','.'.'. aiaSQ 

Hinlh district, John A. Logan Dem ' 13847 

" The aggregate votes on the Congressional tickets 
were : Eepublican, 126,084 ; Douglas Democratic 
121,940 ; Buchanan Democratic, 5,091. 

" The vote on State Treasurer stands : James Miller 
Ilepublicau, 125,828 ; W. B. Fondey, Douglas Demo- 
crat, 121,803 ; John Dougherty, Buchanan Democrat, 
5,091. 

" These returns show, that taking the vote on Con- 
gi-essmen as the test, the Eepublican majority over both 
the Buchanan and Douglas parties is 97. The entire 
Buchanan vote is 5,091. The Eepublieans retained 
every county that went for Fremont or Bissell in 1856. 
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They lost not one which they carried at the Presiden- 
tial election, and they have redeemed from the Demo- 
crats seven counties which went for Buchanan two 
years ago, viz. : De Witt, Logan, Coles, Edgar, Piatt, 
Edwards, and Bond, all of ■wMch went against Gover- 
nor Bissell, except Edwards. Peoria can almost be 
added to the column of the redeemed counties, 

" Despite the unfair apportionment, by which Mr. 
Douglas has secured both branches of the Legislature, 
the Republicans of Illinois have abundant reason to be 
satisfied with the result of the contest through which 
they have just passed. Taking I"remont's vote as a 
Bbandard of comparison, they have gained nearly 30,000 
since 1856. The entire vote of the State is 252,722, 
against 238,981 two years ago — a difference of 13,741," 

Mr. Lincoln and his fellow Republicans of Illinois, 
far from being discouraged by the result of the cam- 
paign, were greatly encouraged, well knowing that 
with such gains, such a steady increase, by the Repub- 
lican party in lUinois, its day of complete triumph 
could not be far off. 

During the past autumn and winter Mr. Lincoln 
visited various parts of the country, delivering lectures 
upon the political condition of the country, and creat- 
ing unbounded enthusiaism wherever he went. The 
Leavenworth Register speaks as follows of his visit to 



" Hon. Abraham Lincoln arrived thig afternoon, 
about two o'clock. Kotwithstanding the inclemency of 
the weather, he was met on Sixth street by a large con- 
course of our people, which augmented as it neared 
Turner's Hall, and when it reaclied Delaware street it 
contained seven or eight hundred persons. The proces- 
sion moved down Delaware street and turned up Maine 
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to Sliawnee, and up Shawnee to the Mansion House. 
Along the sidewalia a dense crowd moved with the 
procession. All the doors, windows, balconies, and 
porticoes, were filled with men and women, all anxious 
to get a sight of ' Honest Old Abe.' On arriving 
at the Mansion House the concourse halted, and three 
long and loud cheers were given for Lincohi. 

"The crowd by this time had swelled to an immense 
audience, filled with admiration for the man of the 
people and the veteran warrior of freedom. The mar- 
^ais of the day, Capt. Dickison and Capt. Hays of the 
Turner Association, assisted by Mr. Ketner and others 
deserve credit for the manner in which the reception 
was conducted. 

" Never did man receive such honors at the hands of 
our people, and never did our people pay honors to a 
better man, or one -who has been a truer friend to 
Kansas. The name of ' Abe Lincoln' is a household 
word in Illinois, Indiana, and Ohio. Let it be so in 
Kansas, for we owe much to him for his early efforts in 
behalf of freedom in Kansas." 

The subjoined paragraph is from his speech at LeaT- 
enworth, and is upon the subject of the dissolution of the 
Union. Said he : 

" But you, Democrats, are for the Union ; and you 
greatly fear the success of the Eepublicans would de- 
stroy the Union. "Why ? Do the Eepublicans declare 
against the Union ? Nothing like it. Your own 
statement of it is, that if the Black Bepublicans elect 
a President, you won't stand it! You will break up 
the Union. That will be your act, not ours. To jus- 
tify it, you must show that our policy gives you just 
cause for such desperate action. Can you do that ? 
When you attempt it, you will find that our policy is 
exactly the policy of the men who made the Union. 
Nothing more and nothing less. Do yon really think 
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you are justified to break the govemmont rather than 
have it admhiiBtered as it was by Washington, and 
other great and good men who made it, and first 
administered it ? If you do, you are very unreason- 
able, and more reasonable men cannot and will not 
submit to you. "While you elect Presidents we submit, 
neither breaking nor attempting to break up the 
Union. If we shall constitutionally elect a President, 
it will be our duty to see that you also submit. Old 
John Brown has been executed for treason against a 
State. We cannot object, even though he agreed with 
us in thinking slavery wrong. That cannot excuse 
violence, bloodshed, and treason. It could avail him 
nothing that he might think himself right. So, if 
eonstitutionaUy we fleet a President, and, therefore, 
you undertake to destroy the Union, it will be our 
duty to deal with you as old John Brown has been 
dealt with. We shall try to do our duty. We hope 
and believe that in no section wiU a majority so act as 
to render such extreme measures n 



Mr. Lincoln ia described by one who is famiUar with 
his appearance and manners, as follows : 

_ " Mr. Lincoln stands six feet and four inches high in 
his stockini,'8. His frame is not muscular, but gaunt 
and wiry ; his arms are long, but not unreasonably so 
for a person of his height ; his lower limbs are not dis- 
proportioned to his bod)r. In walking, his gait, though 
firm, is never brisk. He steps slowly and deliberately, 
almost always with his head inclined forward, and his 
hands clasped behind his back. In matters of dress 
he is by no means precise. Always clean, he is never 
fashionable ; he is careless, but not slovenly. In man- 
ner he is remarkably cordial, and, at the same time, 
simple. His pohteness is always sincere, but never 
elaborate and oppressive. A warm shake of the hand, 
and a warmer smile of recognition, are his methods of 
greeting his friends. At rest, his features, though 
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those of a man of mark, are not such as telong to a 
handsome man ; but wkcn his fine dark gray eyes are 
lighted up by any emotion, and his features begin their 
play, he would be chosen from among a crowd as one 
who had in him not only the kindly sentiments which 
women love, but the heavier metal of which iull-grown 
men and Presidents are made. His hair is black, and 
though thin is wiry. His head sits well on his shoulders, 
but beyond that it defies description. It nearer resem- 
bles that of Clay than that of Webster ; but it in 
unlike either. It is very large, and, phrenologicaliy, 
well proportioned, betokening power in all its develop- 
ments. A slightly Roman nose, a wide-out mouth, 
and a dark complexion, with the appearance of having 
been weather-beaten, complete the description. 

" In his personal habits, Mr. Lincoln is as simple as 
a child. He loves a good dinner, aiid eats with the ap- 
petite which goes with a great brain ; but hia food is 
fdain and nutritious. He never drinks intoxicating 
iquors of any sort, not even a glass of wine. He is 
not addicted to tobacco in any of its shapes. He never 
was accused of a licentious act in all his life. He 
never uses profane language. 

"A friend says that once, when in a towering rage, 
in consequence of the efforts of certain parties to per- 
petrate a fraud on the State, he was heai-d to say : 
* They sha'n't do it, d — n 'em 1' but beyond an expres- 
sion of that kind, his bitterest feelings never carry aim. 
He never gambles ; we doubt if he ever indulges in 
any games of chance. He is particularly cautious 
about incurring pecuniary obligations for aay purpose 
whatever, and in debt, he is never content until the 
score is dischaiged. We presume he owes no man a 
doUar He m ver speculates. The rage for the sudden 
acqmsition of wealth never took hold of him. His 
gains iiom his profession have been moderate, but suffi- 
cient tor his pui poses. While others have dreamed of 
gold, he has bttn in pursuit of knowledge. In all hia 
5* 
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dealings he liaa the reputation of lieing generous but 
exact, and, above all, religiously honest. He would be 
a bold man who would say that Abraham Lincoln ever, 
wronged any one out of a cent, or ever spent a dollar 
that he had not honestly earned. His stmgglee in early 
life have made him careful of money ; but his gener- 
osity with his own is proverbial. He is a regular 
attendant upon religious worship, and though not a 
communicant, is a pew-holder and liberal suppoi-tcr oi 
the Presbyterian Church, in Springfield, to which Mrs. 
Lincoln belongs. He is a scrupulous teller of the 
truth— too exact in his notions to suit the atmosphere 
of Washington, as it now is. His enemies may say 
that he tells Black Republican lies ; but no man ever 
charged that, in a professional capacity, or as a citizen 
deahng with his neighbors, he would depart from the 
Sciiptural command. At home, he liv^ like a gentle- 
man of modest means and simple tastes. A good-sized 
house of wood, simply but tastefully furnished, sur- 
rounded by trees and flowers, is his own, and there he 
lives, at peace with himself, the idol of his family, and 
for his honesty, ability, and patriotism, the admiration 
of his countrymen." 

Another person gives the subjoined sketch of him : 
" In personal appearance, Mr. Lincoln, or, as he is 
more familiarly termed among those who know him 
best, ' Old Uncle Abe,' is long, lean, and wiry. In 
motjon.he has a great deal of flie elasticity and awk- 
wardness which indicate the rough training of his early 
life, and his conversation savors strongly of Western 
idioms and pronunciation. His height is six feet four 
inches. His complexion is about that of an octoroon ; 
his face, without bein^ by any means beautiful, is ge- 
nial looking, and good humor seems to lurk in ever^ 
comer of its innumerable angles. He has dai'k haiv 
tinged with gray, a good forehead, small eyes, a long 
penetrating nose, with nostrils such as Kapoleon al- 
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ways liked to find in his best generals, because they 
indicated a long head and clear thoughts ; and a 
rnouth, which, aside fiom being of magnificent propor- 
tions, is probably the most expressive feature of his 
face. 

"As a speaker he is ready, precise, and fluent. His 
manner before a popular assembly is as he pleases to 
ma^e it, being either superlatively ludicrous, or very 
impressive. He employs but little gesticulation, but 
when he desires to make a point, produces a shrug of 
his shoulders, an elevation of his eyebrows, a depres- 
sion of his mouth, and a general malformation of coun- 
tenance so comically awkward that it never fails to 
' bring down the house.' His enunciation is slow and 
emphatic, and his voice, though sharp and powerful, 
at times has a freq^uent tendency to dwindle into a 
shrill and unpleasant sound ; but as before stated, the 
peculiar characteristic of his delivery is the remarkable 
mobility of his features, the frequent contortions of 
which excite a merriment his words could not pro- 
duce," 

A good story is told of Mr. Lincoln in connection 
with the Harpei-'s I"eny affair — and by the way it is 
but one of a thousand which might be told of him, for 
he is a rare story-teller — it is said that when he first 
heard of the Harper's FeiTy invasion, he remarked, 
that it was " a shocking and lamentable occurrence ;" 
but foreseeing the capital which the democracy would 
make out of it, he added, " I do not think the democ- 
racy can cross the river of their difficulties at Harper's 
Ferry." 

We subjoin another amusing one from a Chicago 
journal ; 

"A great deal of fun was had by the jokers in 
Springfield, about an affair in which, long time ago. 
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OUT good friend Lincoln, the candidate for the Presi- 
dency, was engaged. A young lady of that city, now 
the wife of a distinguished statesman, wrote a para- 
graph in a burlesque vein, for the Sangamon Journal, 
in which Gen. Shields was good humoredly ridiculed 
for his connection with some public measure. The 
General was greatly incensed, and demanded of the 
editor the name of the offending party. ' Old Sim' put 
him off with a request for twenty-four hours to con- 
sider the matter, and, shortly afterward meeting Lin- 
coln, told him his perplexity. ' Tell him I wrote it,' 
said Lincoln ; and tell him he did. After a deal of 
diplomacy to get a retraction of the offensive parts of 
the paragraph in question. Shields sent a challenge, 
which Lincoln accepted, named broadswords as the 
weapons, and an unfrequented, weU-wooded island in 
the Mississippi, just below Alton, as the place. ' Old 
Abe' was first on the ground, and when Shields anived 
he found his antagonist, his sword in one hand and a 
hatchet in the other, with his coat off, clearing away 
the underbrush ! Before the preliminary arrange- 
ments were completed, John J. Hardin, who, somehow, 
had got wind of what was afloat, appeared on the 
scene, called them both d— d fools, and by his argu^ 
ments, addressed to their common sense, and by his 
ridicule of the figure that they, two well-gi'own, beard- 
ed men, were making there, each with a frog-sticker in 
hie hand, broke up the fight. We do not know how 
Gen. Shields feels, but we have heard of Lincoln's say- 
ing, that the acceptance of the challenge was the mean- 
est thing he ever did in his life. Hardin — than whom 
a braver man never stood — never came out of that ter- 
rible charge at Buena Vista, to which he led the Second 
Kegiment of Illinois Volunteers. If the events of his 
life passed in quick review before his mind, as he lay 
wounded and dying in that fatal ravine, we doubt not 
this act of his, by which he prevented two really brave 
men from engaging in fatal strife, was not the least of 
the consolation^ of that bitter hour." 
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_ " While the late lUinois State RepuHican Coaven- 
tion was m session, the Hon. Abraham Lincoln stepped 
m to witness the proceedings. His appearance was 
greeted with the utmost enthusiasm. He had hardly 
taken his seat when Mr. Ogleeby of Decatur announced 
to the delegates that an old Democrat of Macon coun- 
ty, who had grown gray in the service of that party 
desired to mate a contribution to the Convention, and 
the offer being accepted, forthwith two old-time fence 
rails, decorated with flags and streamers, were borne 
through the crowd into the Convention, bearing the in- 
scription ; ° 



ABRAHAM LINCOLN, 

Tlio Rail Candukb. 
FOR PEESIDKNT IN ISGO. 

Two TiiilB from a lot of 3,000 made in 1880, 
by ThoB. HsnliB and Abe Lioooia — whose 
father was the first jjioiieer of Macon Countj. 



The effect was electrical. One spontaneous hurst 
of applause went up from all parts of the ' wigwam ■ 
which grew more and more deafening as it was pro- 
longed, and which did not wholly subside for ten or fif- 
teen minutes after. The cheers upon cheers which 
rent the air could have been heai-d all over the adjacent 
country. Of course ' Old Abe' was called out, and 
made an explanation of the matter. He stated that, 
some thirty years ago, then just emigrating to the 
State, he stopped with his mother's family, for one 
■season, in what is now Macon county ; that he built a 
cabin, split rails, and cultivated a small farm down on 
the Sangamon river, some six or eight miles from 
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Decatur. These, he was informed, were taken from 
that fence ; but, whetlier they were or not, he had 
mauled many and many better ones since he had grown 
to manhood. The cheers were renewed with the same 
vigor when he concluded his remarks." 

A Western Eepublican relates the following thrilling 
episode in the life of Mr. Lincoln : " Mr. Lincoln, or 
' Old Abe,' as his friends familiarly call him, is a self- 
made man. A Kentnckian by birth, he emigrated to 
Illinois in his boyhood, where he earned his living at 
the anvil, devoting his leisure hours to study. Having 
chosen the law as his future caUing, he devoted himself 
assiduously to its mastery, contending at every step 
with adverse fortune. During this period of study, he 
for some time found a home under the hospitable roof 
of one Armstrong, a farmer, who lived in a log-house 
some eight miles from the vilhige of Petersburg, Me- 
nard county. Here, clad in homespun, with elbows 
out, and knees covered with patches, young Lincoln 
would master his lessons by the firelight of the cabin, 
and then walk to town for the purpose of recitation. 
This man Armstrong was himself poor, but he saw the 
genius struggling in the young student, and opened to 
him his rude home, and bid him welcome to his coarse 
fare. How Lincoln graduated with promise, how he 
has more than fulfilled that promise, how honorably he 
acquitted himself alike on the battle-field, in defending 
our border settlements against the ravages of the savage 
foes, and in the haUs of our national legislature, are 
matters of history, and need no repetition here. But 
one little incident of a more private nature, standing 
as it does as a sort of sequel to some things already 
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alluded to, I deem worthy of record. Some few years 
since the oldest son of Mr. Lincoln's old friend Arm- 
strong, the chief support of his widowed mother— tho 
good old man having some time previously passed from 
earth— was arrested on the charge of murder. A young 
man had been killed during a riotous melee, in the 
night-time, at a camp-meeting, and one of his asso- 
ciates stated that the death-wound was inflicted hy 
young Armstrong. A preliminary examination was 
gone into, at which the accuser testified so positively 
that there seemed no doubt of the guilt of the prisoner 
and, therefore, he was held for trial. As is too often 
the case, the bloody act caused an undue degree of ex- 
citement in the public mind. Every improper incident 
in the life of the prisoner — each act which bore the 
least semblance to rowdyism— each school-hoy quarrel 
— was suddenly remembered and magnified, until they 
pictured him as a fiend of the most horrid hue. As 
these rumors spread abroad, they were received as 
gospel truth, and a feverish desire for vengeance seized 
upon the infatuated populace, while only prison-bare 
prevented a horrible death at the hands of a mob. 
The events were heralded in the county papers, painted 
in the highest colors, accompanied by rejoicings over 
the certainty of punishment being meted out to the 
guilty party. The prisoner, overwhelmed by the 
circumstances under which he found himself placed, 
fell into a melancholy condition, bordering upon de- 
spair ; and the widowed mother, looking through her 
tears, saw no cause for hope from earthly aid. 

" At this juncture, the widow received a letter from 
Mr. Lincoln, volunteering his services in an effort to 
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save the youth fi-oin the impending stroke. Gladly was 
his aid accepted, although it seemed impossible for 
even his sagacity to prevail in such a desperate case ; 
but the heart of the attorney was in his work, and he 
set about it with a will that knew no such word as fail. 
Feehng that the poisoned condition of the pubhc mind 
was such as to preclude the possibility of impanelling 
an impartial jury in the court having jurisdiction, he 
procured a change of venue, and a postponement of the 
trial. He then went studiously to work unravelling the 
history of the caae, and satisfied himself that his client 
was the victim of malice, and that the statement of 
the accuser was a tissue of falsehoods. 

" When the trial was called on, the prisoner, pale and 
emaciated, with hopelessness written on every feature, 
and accompanied by his half-hoping, half-despainng 
mother — whose only hope was a mothei-'s belief of her 
son's innocence, in the justice of the God she worship- 
ped, and in the noble counsel, who, without hope of fee 
or reward upon earth, had undertaken the cause — took 
his seat in the prisoner's box, and with a ' stony firm- 
ness' Hstened to the reading of the indictment. Lin- 
coln sat quietly by, while tho large auditory looked on 
him as though wondering what he eould say in defence 
of one whose guilt they regarded as certain. The ex- 
amination of witnesses for the State was begun, and a 
well-aiTanged mass of evidence, circumstantial and pos- 
itive, was introduced, which seemed to impale the pris- 
oner beyond the posaibiHty of extrication. The coun- 
sel for the defence propounded but few questions, and 
those of a character which excited no uneasiness on the 
part of the prosecutor— merely, in most cases, rcquir- 
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ing the main witness to bo definito as to time and place 
VVIien tie evidence of tlie prosecntion was ended, Lin- 
coln mtrodnced a few witnesses to remove some eraone- 
ous impressions in regard to the previous character of 
hu chent, who, though somewhat rowdyish, had never 
teen known to commit a vicious act ; and to .how that 
a greater degree of ill-feeling existed hetween the accu- 
ser and accused than the accused and the deceased 
The prosecutor felt that the case was a clear one, and 
ins opening speech was biief aid formal, tincoln 
arose, while a deathly silence pervaded the vast audi- 
ence, and in a clear but moderate tone began his argu- 
ment. Slowly and carefully he reviewed the testimonv 
pomtmgout the hitherto unobserved deerepancies in 
the statements of the prinoipal witness. That which 
had seemed plain and plausible, he made to appear 
crooked as a serpent', path. The witness had stated 
that the affair took place at a certain hour in the even- 
ing, and that, by the aid of the brightly shiningmoon 
he saw the prisoner inflict the death blow with a .lung- 
shot. Mr. Lincoln showed that at the hour refemd to 
the moon had not yet appeared above the horizon, and 
consequently the whole tale wa. a fabrication. An al- 
most instantaneous change seemed to have been wrought 
m the minds of his auditors, and the verdict of ' not 
guilty- was at the end of every tongue. But the advo- 
cate was not content with this inteUectual achievement 
His whole being had for months been bound up in this 
work of gratitude and mercy, and, as the lava of the 
overcharged crater burst, ii-om its imprisonment, so 
great thoughts and burning words leaped forth from 
the soul of the eloquent Lincoln. He drew a picture 
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of the peijurer so horrid and ghastly that the accuser 
could sit under it no longer, but reeled and staggered 
from the court-room, while the audience fancied they 
could see the brand upon his brow. Then in words of 
thrilling pathos, Lincoln appealed to the jurors as fa- 
thers of sons who might become fatherless, and as hus- 
bands of wives who might be widowed, to yield to no 
previous impressions, no ill-founded prejudice, but to 
do his client justice ; and as he alluded to the debt of 
gratitude which he owed to the boy's sire, tears were 
seen to fall from many eyes unused to weep. It was 
near night when he concluded by siying that, if justice 
were done — as he believed it wculd be — ^betore the sun 
should set, it would shine upon hii client i fiie man. 
The jury retired, and the court adjourned foi the day. 
Half an hour had not elapsed, when, as the officeis of 
the court and the volunteer attorney sat at the tea ta- 
ble of their hotel, a messenger announced thtt the lury 
had returned to their seats. All lepaiied immediately 
to the court-bouse, and while the pii-onei was being 
brought from the jail, the C3uit-room was tilled to 
overflowing with citizens of the town When the pris- 
oner and his mother entered, silence reigned as com- 
pletely as though the house was empty. The foreman 
of the jury, in answer to the usual incLuiiy of the 
court, delivered the verdict of ' Not Guilty !' The 
widow dropped into the arms of her son, who lifted her 
up, and told her to look upon liim as before — free and 
innocent. Then, with the words, ' Where is Mr. Lin- 
coln ?' he rushed across the room and grasped the hand 
of his deliverer, while his heart was too full for utter- 
ance. Lincoln turned his eyes toward the West, where 
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the sun still lingered in view, and then, turning to the 
youth, said, ' It is not yet sundown, and you are free.' 
I confess that my cheeks were not whoUy unwet fcy 
tears, and I turned from the affecting scene. As I cast 
a glance behind, I saw Abraham Lincoln obeying the 
divine injunction by comforting the widowed and the 
fatherless." 

In May, 1859, Mr. Lincoln wrote the subjoined let- 
ter to a German citizen of Illinois. The letter speaks 
for itself, and needs no comment : 

" Speikgfield, May 17, 1859. 
" Dear Sir — Your letter, in which you inquire, on 
your own account and in behalf of certain other Ger- 
man citizens, whether I approve or oppose the consti- 
tutional provision in relation to naturalized citizens 
which was lately enacted in Massachusetts, and whether 
I favor or oppose a fusion of the Republicans with the 
other Opposition elements in the campaign of 1860, 
has been r — - — -* 



. . a sovereignand independent State, 
and I have no riglit to advise Her in her policy. Yet, 
if any one is desirous to draw a conclusion as to what 
I would do from what she has done, I may speak with- 
out impropriety. I say, then, that so far as I understand 
the Massachusetts provision, I am against its adoption, 
not only in Illinois, but in every other place in which 
I have the right to oppose it. As I understand the 
spirit of our institutions, it is des^ned to promote the 
elevation of men. I am, therefore, hostile to anything 
that tends to their debasement. It is well known that 
I deplore the oppressed condition of the blacks, and it 
would, therefore, be very inconsistent for me to look 
with approval upon any measure that infringes upon 
the inalienable rights of white men, whether or not they 
are born in another land or speak a different language 
from our own. 
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" In respect to a fusionj I am in favor of it whenevei 
it can be effected on Kepubliean principles, but upon 
no other condition. A fusion upon anyotber platform 
would be as insane as unprincipled. It would thereby 
lose the whole North, while the common enemy would 
still have the support of the entire South. Tbe C[ues- 
tion in relation to men is different. There are good 
and patriotic men and able statesmen in the South 
whom I would willingly support if they would place 
themselves on Republican ground ; but I shall oppose 
the lowering of the Eepublican standard even by a 
hair's-breadth. 

" I have written in baste, hut I believe I have an- 
swered your CLuestiona substantially, 

" Respectfully, youre, 
" Abraham Lincoln. 

"Dr. Theodor Canisius," 

" We have heard," says the The Evansville (Ind.) 
Journal, " the following anecdote related of the people's 
candidate for the Presidency, which shows the love of 
knowledge, the industry, tbe conscieiitiousneas. and the 
integrity of the subject of this sketch : 

" It is well known that he lived in Spencer county, 
above here in Indiana, in bis young days. He was a 
hard-working lad, and very eager in his thirst for 
knowledge. A man, named Crawford, owned a copy 
of Weems's Life of Washington — the only one in the 
whole neighborhood. Young Lincoln borrowed that 
interesting book (not having money to spare to buy 
one), and while reading it, by a slight negligence, left 
it in a window, when a rain-storm came up and wet the 
book so as to ruin it. Young Lincoln felt badly, but, 
like an honest boy, he went to Mr. Crawford with the 
ruined book, acknowledged bis accountability for its 
destmction, and his willingness to make due compensa- 
tion. He said be bad no money, but would work out 
tbe value of the book. 
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." The owner of the book said to him, 'Well, Abe, 
being as it's you, I won't be hard on you. If you will 
come over and pull fodder for two days, I'll let you 
off.' 

"Abe went over accordingly, and pulled fodder the 
requisite time ; and so tall and handy a lad was he, 
that Crawford rec^uired him to pull the fodder off of 
the talleet stalks, while he took the shortest ones him- 
self." 
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PART FOURTH. 

THE CONVENTION AND ITS NOMINATIONS. 

On the sixteenth day of May the Repiiblicfia Na- 
tional Convention met at Chicago in a large Imilding 
put up for the purpose and called the "Wigwam." 

The doors were opened at 11 o'clock. 

Long before that hour the concourse of people ae- 
aemhled around the doors numbered many thousands 
more than could gain admittance to the building. As 
soon as the doors were opened the entire body of the 
"Wigwam was solidly packed with men. The seats in 
the galleries were equally closely packed with ladies. 
The interior of the hall was handsomely decorated with 
evergreen, statuary, and flowers, and presented a strik- 
ing appearance. There were not less than ten thousand 
persons in the building, while the open doors displayed 
to view crowds in the streets unable to obtain more 
than a glimpse inside of the hall. 

At 12 o'clock the Convention was called to order by 
Gov. Morgan of New- York, Chairman of the National 
Committee, who named the honorable David Wilmot 
of Pennsylvania for temporary President. 

The Chair named Judge Marshall of Md., and Gov. 
Cleveland of Conn., to conduct Mr. Wilmot to his seat. 
Judge Marshall introduced Mr, Wilmot as the man 
who dared to do right regardless of consequences. 
With such a man, he said, there is no such word as fail. 
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Mr. WiLMOT addressed the Convention briefly, re- 
turning thanks for the high and undeserved honor. 
He would cany the remembrance of it with him to the 
day of his death. It was unnecessary for him to re- 
mmd the Convention of the high duty devolved upon 
them. A great sectional interest had for yearg domi- 
nated with a high hand over the affairs of the country. 
It had bent all its energy to the extension and natural- 
ization of slavery. It is the mission of the Eepublican 
party to oppose this policy, and restore to the govern- 
ment the policy of the Revolutionary fathers ; to resist 
the dogma that slavery exists wherever the Constitu- 
tion extends ; to read the Constitution as our fathers 
read it. That Constitution was not ordained to em- 
brace slavery within all the limits of the country. 
They lived and died in the faith that slavery was a blot, 
and would soon be washed out. Had they deemed that 
the Revolution was to establish a great slave empire, 
not one would have drawn the sword in such a cause. 
The battle was fought to establish freedom. Slavery 
is sectional— freedom is national. [Applause.] He 
deemed it unnecessary to remind the delegates of the 
outrages and usurpations of the Democratic party. 
Those outrages will not he conflned to the limits of 
the slave States if the South have the power, and the 
safety of tJie free States requu-es the Republicans 
should take the government, and administer it aa it 
lias been administered by "Washington, Jefferson, and 
Jackson— even down to Van Buren and Polk— before 
these new dogmas were engrafted in the Democratic 
policy. He assumed his duties, exhorting a spirit of 
harmony to control the action of the delegates. 
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Committees on tusiness and credentials were ap- 
pointed. In the afternoon session, the Committee on 
Organization reported the name of George Ashmun, 
of Massachusetts, for President, and Vice-Presidents 
and Secretaries from every State represented in the 
Convention. The subjoined Committee on Resolutions 
was appointed : 

Maine George Talbot. Iowa 'John A. Kaason. 

Hew-Harapehire. ...Amos Tuek. MinEesota Stephen Miller. 

Varmont E. M. Brigga. Delaware N.' D. Smitliers, 

MaH8aohii8elt8..,G. S. BoutweJI, Maryland F.P.Blair. 

Elioda Island B. T. Earner. Virginia Alfred Caldwell. 

Conneeticnt S. W. Kellogg. Kentucky Geoi^e T, Blakely. 

New-Tork Henry K. Seldeu. Miohigan AaBtio Blair. 

New-Jereey . .Thomas S. Dudley. Missouri Charles M. BernMs, 

PonQeylTania William Jessup. California F. P. Traoy. 

Ohio J. H. Barrett. Texas J. Stvauss. 

Indiana ."William T, Otto. Districtof Columbia. .G. A. Hal!. 

Illinois GuBtaTua Koaler. Kebraska A. S. Brndloek, 

Wisconaia Carl Sehurz, Kacsaa J. F, Hattereeheidt 

On Thursday morning the Convention met at ten 
o'clock. The greatest enthusiasm was manifested, both 
inside and outside of the " Wigwam." The entire day 
was consumed in the consideration of the proper rules 
to be adopted for the government of the Convention, 
and in discussing the resolutions reported from the 
Committee, It was agreed that a majority should nom- 
inate the candidates. The following resolutions were 
adopted by the Convention as 

THE PLATFORM OP THE REPUBLICAN PARiy. 

" Resolved, That we, the delegated representatives 
of the Republican electors of the United States, in 
Convention assembled, in the discharge of the duty we 
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owe to our constituents and our country, unite in the 
following declarationa : 

" First : That the history of the nation during the 
last four years has fully established the propriety and 
necessity of the organization and perpetuation of the 
Repablican party, and that the causes which called it 
into existence are permanent in their nature, and now 
more than ever before, demand its peaceful and consti- 
tutional triumph. 

" Second : That the maintenance of the principles 
promulgated in the Declaration of Independence, and 
embodied in the Federal Constitution, Is essential to 
tiie preservation of our repubhcan institutions : that 
the Federal Constitution, the rights of the States, and 
the Union of the States, must and shall be preserved • 
and that we reassert < these truths to be self-evident' 
that all men are created equal ; that they are endowed 
by their Creator with certain inalienable rights ; that 
among these are life, Hberty, and the pursuit of happi- 
ness. That to secure these rights, governments are 
instituted among men, deriving their just powers from 
the consent of the governed.' 

"Third: That to the Union of the States this 
nation owes its unprecedented increase in population ■ 
Its surprising development of material resources ; its 
rapid_ augmentation of wealth ; its happiness at home, 
and its honor abroad ; and wo hold in abhorrence all 
schemes for disunion, come from whatever source they 
may ; and we congratulate the country that no Repub- 
lican member of Congress has uttered or countenanced 
a threat of disunion, so often made by Democratic 
members of Congress without rebuke, and with ap- 
plause from their political associates ; and we denounce 
those threats of disunion, in case of a popular over- 
throw of their ascendency, as denying the vital princi- 
ples of a free government, and as an avowal of con- 
templated treason, which it is the imperative duty of an 
indignant people strongly to rebuke and forever silence. 
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Fourth : That the maintenance inviolate of the 
rights of the States, and especially the right of each 
State to order and control its own domestic institu- 
tions, according to its own judguieat exclusively, ia 
essential to that halance of power on which the perfec- 
tion and endurance of our political faith depends, and 
we denounce the lawless invasion by armed force of any 
State or Territory, no matter under what pretext, as 
among the gravest of crimes. 

"Fifth: That the present Democratic administra- 
tion has far exceeded our worst apprehensions in its 
measureless subserviency to the exactions of a sectional 
interest, as is especially evident in its desperate exer- 
tions to force the infamous Lecompton Constitution 
upon the protesting people of Kansas — in construing 
the personal relation between master and servant to 
involve an unqualified property in persons — in its at- 
tempted enforcement everywhere, on land and sea, 
through the intervention of Oongr^s and the Federal 
Courts, of the extreme pretensions of a purely local 
interest, and in ita general and unvarying abuse of the 
power intrusted to it hy a confiding people, 

" Sixth : That the people justly view with alarm the 
reckless extravagance which pervades every department 
of the federal government ; that a return to rigid 
economy and accountability is indispensable to arrest 
the system of plunder of the public treasury by favored 
partisans ; wmle the recent startling developments of 
fraud and corruption at the federal metropolis, show 
that an entire change of administration is imperatively 
demanded. 

" Seventh : That the new dogma that the Constitu- 
tion, of its o-vvn force, carries slavery into any or all the 
territories of the United States, is a dangerous political 
heresy, at variance with the explicit provisions of that 
instrument itself, with cotemporaneous expositions, and 
with legislative and judicial precedent, is revolutionary 
in its tendency, and subversive of the peace and har- 
mony of the country. 
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^'Eighth : That the normal condition of alJ tlie terri- 
tory of the United States is that of freedom ; that ae 
our republican fathers, when they had abolished elavery 
in all our national territoiy, ordained that no person 
should be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without 
the process of law, it becomes our duty, by legislation, 
whenever such legislation is necessary, to maintain this 
provision of the Constitution against all attempts to 
violate it ; and we deny the authority of Congress, of a 
territorial legislature, or of any individuals, to give 
legal existence to slavery in any territory of the United 
States. 

'^Nintk: That we brand the recent re-opening of the 
African slave-trade, under the cover of our national 
flag, aided by perversions of judicial power, as a crime 
against humanity, a burning shame to our country and 
age ) and we call upon Congress to take prompt and 
efficient measures for the total and final suppression of 
that execrable traffic. 

" Tenth : Tliat in the recent vetoes by their federal 
governors, of the acts of the legislatures of Kansas and 
Nebraska, prohibiting slavery in those territories, we 
find a practical illustration of the boasted democratic 
principle of non-intervention and Popular Sovereignty, 
embodied in the Kansas and Nebraska bill, and a de- 
nunciation of the deception and fraud involved therein. 
"Eleventh : That Kansas should of right be immedi- 
ately admitted as a State, under the constitution re- 
cently formed and adopted bylier people, and accepted 
by the House of Representatives. 

"Twelfth : That while providing revenue for the sup- 
port of the general government by duties upon imposts, 
sound policy requires such an adjustment of these im- 
posts as to encourage the development of the industrial 
interest of the whole country, and we commend that 
policy of national exchanges which secures to the work- 
ing man liberal wages, to agriculture remunerating 
prices, to mechanics and manufacturers an adeq^uate 
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reward for their skill, labor, and enterprise, and to the 
nation commercial prosperity and independence. 

'^Thirteenth : That we protest against any sale or 
alienation to others of the public lands held by actual 
settlers, and against any view of the free homestead 
policy which regards the settlers as paupers or suppli- 
cants for public bounty ; and we demand the passage 
by Congress of the complete and satisfactory homestead 
measure which has already passed the House, 

''Fourteenth : That the RepubHcan party is opposed 
to any change in our naturalization laws, or any State 
legislation by which the rights of citizenship hitherto 
accorded to immigrants from foreign lands shall be 
abridged or impaired ; and in favor of giving a full and 
efficient protection to the rights of all classes of citizens, 
■whether native or naturahaed, both at home and abroad. 

"Fifteenth: That appropriations by Congress for 
river and harbor improvements, of a national character, 
required for the accommodation and security of an ex- 
isting commerce, are authorized by the Constitution 
and justified by an obligation of the government to pro- 
tect the liv^ and property of its citizens. 

" Sixteenth : That a railroad to the Pacific Ocean is 
imperatively demanded by the interests of the whole 
country ; that the federal government ought to render 
immediate and efficient aid in its construction, and 
that, as preliminary thereto, a daily overland mail 
should be promptly established. 

" Seventeenth : Finally, having thus set forth our 
distinctive principles and views, we invite the co-oper- 
ation of all citizens, however differing on other ques- 
tions, who substantially agree with us in their affirm- 
ance and support." 

A scene of the wildest excitement followed the adop- 
tion of the platform, the immense multitude rising 
and giving round after round of applause ; ten thou- 
sand voices swelled into a roar so deafening that, for 
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several minutes, every attempt to restore order was 
hopelessly vain. The multitude outside took up and 
re-echoed the cheers, mating th f nthusiasm 

and excitement unparalleled in any nila g theriog. 

On Friday morning the wigi^an was 1 sely packed 
for a full hour before the Convent n a sembled. The 
interest in the proceedings appea d n the nerease as 
the time for balloting approached, A crowd, numbered 
by thousands, had been outside the building since nine 
o'clock, anxiously awaiting intelligence from the inside. 
Arrangements had been made for passing the result of 
the ballots up from the platform to the roof of the 
building, and through the skylight, men being station- 
ed above to convey speedily the intelligence to the mul- 
titude in the streets. 

A large procession was formed by the various delega- 
tions, to march to the hall, preceded by bands of 
music. 

As the delegates entered on the platform the several 
distinguished men were greeted with rounds of applause 
by the audience. 

The Convention then voted to proceed to ballot for 
a candidate for President of the United States. 

Wm. M. Evarts, of New- York, did not rise for the 
purpose of making a speech, but only to ask if at this 
time it is in order to put candidates in nomination. 

The President : The Chair considers it in order to 
name candidates without debate. 

Wm. M. Evarts rose and said — I beg leave to offer 
the name of Wm. H. Seward as a candidate before this 
Convention, for the nomination of President of the 
United States. 
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Thia nomination was received -with loud and long- 
continued applause. 

Mr. Jndd, of Illinois, rose and said : Mr. President, 
I beg leave to offer, as a candidate before this Conven- 
tion for President of the United States, the name of 
Abraham Lincoln, of Illinois. 

The crowded audience greeted this nomination with 
perfectly deafening applause, the shouts swelling into 
a perfect roar, and being continued for several minutes, 
the wildest excitement and enthusiasm prevaiUng. 

Mr. Dudley, of J^ew-Jersey, presented the name of 
Wm. L. Dayton. 

Gov. Reeder, of Pennsylvania : The State of Penn- 
sylvania desires to present, as her candidate, the name 
of Simon Cameron. 

Mr. Carter, of Ohio, put forward the name of Salmon 
P. Chase, of Ohio. 

Mr. Smith of Maryland^I am instructed by the 
State of Indiana to second the nomination of Abra- 
ham Lincoln. [Another outburst of enthusiastic ap- 
plause from the body of the Hall, mingled with some 
hisses.] 

Francis P. Blair of Missouri nominated Edward 
Bates of Missouri. 

Mr. Blair of Michigan said, on the part of Michigan, 
I desire to say that the Eepublicans of that State 
second the nomination of William H, Seward for the 
Presidency. 

Tremendous applause followed this speech, thou- 
sands of those present rising and waving their hats and 
handkerchiefs, and swelling the applause to a thunder- 
ing roar through several minutes. 
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Tom Corwin of Ohio nominated John McLean of 
Ohio for the Presidency. [Loud applause] 

Carl Schurz of Wisconsin, on the part of his State, 
here rose and seconded the nomination of William H. 
Seward, 

Upon this another scene of the greatest enthusiasm 
and tumultuous excitement ensued, 

Mr. North of Minnesota also seconded, on the part 
of Minnesota, the nomination of Mr. Seward. [Tre- 
mendous applause.] 

Mr, Wilson of Kansas — The delegates and people of 
Kansas second the nomination. [Renewed cheers.] 

Mr, Delano of Ohio, on the part of a large number 
of people of Ohio — I desire to second the nomination 
of the man who can split rails and maul Democrats, 
Abraham Lincoln. [Bounds of applause by Lincoln 
men.] 

A delegate from Iowa also seconded the nomination 
of Mr. Lincoln, on the part of that State, amidst re- 
newed applause and excitement. 

A Voice — Abe Lincoln has it by the sound now. 
Let us ballot. 

Judge Logan of Illinois — Mr. President, in order or 
cut of order, I propose this Convention and audience 
give three cheers for the man who is evidently their 
nominee. 

The President — If the Convention will get over this 
krepressible excitement, the roll will be called. 

After some further excitement the calHng of the 
roll commenced, the applause at the different announce- 
ments being with difficulty checked. 

When Maryland was called, the Cliaii-man of the 
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delegation cast the vote of the State for Bates, two 
delegates olaiming their right to individual votes. 

After some discussion the Convention rejected the 
votes as cast hy the Chairman, and received the votea 
of the delegates separately. 

On the first ballot Mr. Sewai'd received 173|^ votes ; 
Mr. Lincoln, 102 ; and Mr. Bates, 48. The balance 
were divided between Messrs. Cameron, Chase,, McLean, 
"Wade, etc., etc. The States voting for Mr. Lincoln, 
were Illinois, Indiana, and, in part, Maine, New- 
Hampshire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Pennsylvania, 
Virginia, Kentucky, Ohio, and Iowa. 
The second ballot was then taken. 
Mr. Cameron's name was withdrawn. 
For Mr. Lincoln. 

Neiv-llnmpehire 9 Deknare 6 

Vermont 10 Kentuoty 9 

Ebode Island 3 Oliio 14 

Pennfljlvnnia 48 Iowa 5 

The whole vote for Lincoln was 181. 

For Mr. Seward. 

Moesaehuaetts 22 Kentucky 7 

New-JrrEej 4 Texas 6 

PennEjlYODia 2i Nebraska 8 

The whole vote for Mr. Seward was 1844-. 

Batea 85 Cameron 2 

MoLean 8 Dajton 10 

Chaae 42i CM. Clay 2 

The third ballot was taken amid excitement, and 
cries for " the ballot." Intense feehng existed during 
the ballot, each vote being awarded in breathless si- 
lence and expectancy. 
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For Mr. Lmcoln. 

MttSBachueetts 8 Maryland 9 

Ehoda Island 5 Kentneky 13 

Hew-Jeraey 8 Ohio (applause) 39 

Pannajlvania 52 Oregon 14 

This gare Lincoln 230^ votes, or within 14- of a 
nomination. 

Mr. Andrew of Massachusetts then rose and. correct- 
ed the vote of Massachusetts, hy changing four votes, 
and giving them to Lincoln, thus nominating him hy 
2^ majority. 

The Convention immediately became wildly excited. 

A large portion of the delegates, who had kept tally, 
at once said the struggle was decided, and half the 
Convention rose, cheering, shouting, and waving hats. 

The audience took up the cheers, and the confusion 
hecame deafening. 

State after State rose, striving to change their votes 
to the winning candidate, but the noise and enthusi- 
asm rendered it impossible for the delegates to make 
themselves heard. 

Mr. McCrillis of Maine, making himself heard, said 
that the young giant of the West is now of age. 
Maine now casts for him her 16 votes. 

Mr. Andrew of Massachusetts changed the vote of 
that State, giving IS to Mr, Lincoln and 8 to Mr. 
Seward. 

Intelligence of the nomination was now conveyed 
to the men on the roof of the building, who imme- 
diately made the outside multitude aware of the result. 
The first roar of the cannon soon mingled itself with 
the cheers of the people, and the eanac moment a man 
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appeared in the hall 'bi-inging a large painting of Mr. 
Lincoln. The scene at the time beggars description ; 
11,000 people inside, and 20,000 or 25,000 outside, 
were yeUing and shouting at once. Two cannon sent 
forth roar after roar in quick succession. Delegates 
bore up the sticks and boards bearing the names of the 
several States, and waved tliem aloft over their heads, 
and the vast multitude before the platform were waving 
hats and handkerchiefs. The whole scene was one of 
the wildest enthusiasm. 

Mr. Brown, of Mo., desired to change 18 votes of 
Missouri for the gallant son of the West, Abraham 
Lincoln ; Iowa, Connecticut, Kentucky, and Minne- 
sota, also changed their votes. The result of the third 
ballot was announced : 

Whole iramber nf votes cast 463 

Necessiiry to a ehoice 334 

Mr. Abraham Lincoln received 354, and was declared 
duly nominated. 

The States still voting for Seward were Massachu- 
setts, 8 ; New-York, 70 ; New-Jersey, 5 ; Pennsylva- 
nia, i ; Maryland, 2 ; Michigan, 12 ; Wisconsin, 10 ; 
California, 3— total, llOh 

Mr. Dayton received one vote from New-Jersey, and 
Mr. McLean half a vote from Pennsylvania. 

The result was received with renewed applause. 

When silence was restored, Wm. M. Evarts came 
forward on the Secretary's table, and spoke as follows : 

" Mr. Chairman, Gentlemen of the National Con- 
vention : — The State of New- York, by a full delega- 
tion, with complete unanimity in purpose at home, 
came to the Convention and presented its choice, one 
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of its citizens, who had served the State from boyhood 
up, and labored for and loved it. We came here, a 
great St-ate, with, as we thought, a great statesman 
(applause), and our love of the great RepuWic, from 
which we are aU delegates. The great Eepublic of the 
American Union, and our love for the great Republi- 
can party of the Union, and our love for our states- 
man and candidate, made us think we did our duty to 
the country, and the whole country, in expressing our 
preference and love for him. (Applause.) But, gen- 
tlemen, it was from Governor Seward that most of us 
learned to love Kepublican principles and the Republi- 
can party. (Cheers.) Hia fidelity to the country, the 
Constitution, and the laws— his fidelity to the party 
and the principle that majorities govern— his interest 
in the advancement of our party to its victory, that 
our country may rise to its true glory, induces me to 
declare that I speak his sentiments, as I do the united 
opinion of our delegation, when I move, sir, as I do 
now, that the nomination of Abraham Lincoln, of Il- 
linois, as the EepuhHcan candidate for the suftrages of 
the whole country for the office of Chief Magistrate 
of the American Union, be made unanimous." (Ap- 
plausa, and three cheers for New-York.) 

The life-size portrait of Abraham Lincoln was here 
exhibited from the platform, amid renewed cheers. 

Mr. Andrews, of Massachusetts, on the part of the 
united delegation of that State, seconded the motion 
of the gentleman of Kew-York, that the nomination 
be made unanimous. 

Eloquent speeches, endorsing the nominee, were also 
made by Carl Schurz, F. P, Blair, of Missouri, and 
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Mr.^ Browing, of Illinois, all of wliich breathed a 
spirit of confidence and enthusiasm. 

At the close, three hearty cheers were given for 
New-York, and the nomination of Mr. Lincoln made 
unanimous. 

With loud cheers for Lincoln, the Convention ad- 
journed tin five o'clock. 

On the first ballot, in the evening session, Mr. Ham- 
lin, of Maine, received 194 votes for the Vice-Presi- 
dency, and was nominated with enthusiasm. 

THE RATIFICATION BY THE PEOPLE. 

Everywhere, throughout the knd, in New-York as 
well as Ilhnois, in Penneylvania as well as Indiana, 
everywhere, the voice of the people has gone up in 
shouts of joy over the nomination of Lincoln and 
Hamlin. Even from Albany, where the friends of Mr. 
Seward were so strong, comes a despatch like the fol- 
lowing, dated the night of the day on which the nom- 
inations were made : 

" Nine o'clock, p. m.— The Eepublicans of this city 
are now fairly waked up, and the wildest excitement 
prevails m regard to the nomination of Lincoln. State 
frtreet is a perfect sea of fire from burning tar barrels. 
The whole heavens are illuminated with a red glare 
cannon is firing, music is playing, and the people are 
shoutmg on State street and Broadway. Both streets 
are Hterally jammed with men of all parties, who are 
earnestly discussing the actioh of the Convention. 

"The Eepublicans of the city are now more reconciled 
to the nommation, and unite in hearty approval of it. 
They consider that while Lincoln may not be as strong 
in the State as Seward, he will be less objectionable 
throughout the Union. 
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Since the reception of the eueeeasful laying of the 
Atlantic cable, no more animated scene has ever been 
■witnessed in this city than has been seen this evening. 
"In New- York two sis-pounders were brought to the 
Tark, and fired each a hundred times— one of them by 
order of the Republican General Committee, and the 
other under the patronage of private citizens. Besides 
these the Central Committee ordered one hundred guns 
to be iired in Madison and Hamilton squares respective- 
ly. In Mount Morris square, also, the big gun was 
brought out, and a hundred rounds announced to the 
citizens the nomination of Lincoln and Hamlin. Great 
numbers of enthusiastic Eepublicans gathered in the 
square, and the excitement was intense." 

In PhUadelphia : " The Eepublicans opened their 
campaign by an immense mass meeting in Independence 
Square. John E. Myers, Esq. presided at the main 
stand, and three other meetings were organized— two 
at opposite angles of the square and one within the 
State-House. The meeting having been called to rati- 
fy the nominations made by the Chicago Convention, 
this was done m a series of resolutions highly eulogistic 
of the candidates and approving and adopting the plat- 
form on which they have been placed. Speeches were 
deUvered by Mr. Senator Trumbull, of Illinois; 
Chahles E. Train, of Massachusetts ; Wm. M. 
Dunn, of Indiana ; Orris S. Perry, of Connecticut ; 
James H. Campbell, of Pennsylvania ; John Sher- 
man, of Ohio ; G. A. Grow, of Pennsylvania ; Justin 
S. Morril, of Vermont ; M. S. Wilkinson, of Min- 
nesota ; and other distinguished gentlemen. The as- 
semblage, in the display of numbers and enthusiasm, 
has rarely if ever been surpassed. Ward processions 
marched to the square with bands of music, fireworks. 
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transparencies, rails, etc, ; and when the scries of meet- 
ings concluded, at about half-past ten o'clock, the 
multitude then proceeded to the Continental hotel in 
compliment to the distinguished speakers. 

3n a speech at a Republican i^atification meeting at 
Harrisburg, Senator Cameron, while declaring that he 
had hoped for the nomination of Mr. Seward, deecribed 
Mr. Lincoln as " a candidate less known in public life, 
perhaps, but who, on all occasions, when demands have 
been made upon his zeal and patriotism, has borne him- 
self bravely and honorably. In regard to the great 
interests of Pennsylvania, the subject of protection to 
labor, his record is clear, emphatic, and beyond suspi- 
cion. He win req^uire no endorsement to convince the 
people of Pennsylvania that their interests will be per- 
fectly secure in his hands. Himself a laborer in early 
hfe, he has struggled with adversity until he has reach- 
ed the proud position he now occupies, by the single 
aid of a strong purpose, seconded by an unyielding 
will ; and it is not in the hearts of Pennsylvanians to 
doubt such a man. The laboring men of this State 
ever control the ballot-box when they arise in the maj- 
esty of their strength. Let them go to the election 
next autumn, and, while they are securing their own 
interests, let them elevate to the highest place iu their 
election gift, Abraham Lincoln, a workingman like 
themselves." 

At Washington, D, C, an enthusiastic ratification 
meeting was held — the first time such a meeting has 
been held in that city. 

The public press was never before so unanimous in 
its commendation of a candidate. 



...Google 



ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 135 

The N. Y. Tribune says : 

" While Mr. Lincoln's position as a Republican ren- 
ders him satisfactory to the most zealous member of 
the party, the moderation of his character, and the 
conservative tendencies of his mind, long improved and 
■well known of all men in public life, commend him to 
every section of the opposition. There is no good 
reason why Americans and Whigs, and in short all 
who are inspired rather by patriotism than by party 
feeling, should not rally to his support. Bepublieana 
and conservatives, those who dread the extension of 
Slavery, and those who dread the progress of adminis- 
trative and legislative corruption, may be assured that 
in him both these evils will find a stem and immovable 
antagonist and an impassable barrier. At the same 
time, as a man of the people, raised by his own genius 
and integrity from the humblest to the highest position, 
having made for himself an honored name as a lawyer, 
an advocate, a popular orator, a statesman, and a man, 
the industrious and intelligent masses of the country 
may well hail his nomination with a swelling tide of 
enthusiasm, of which the wild and prolonged outbursts 
at Chicago yesterday are the fitting prelude and be- 
ginning. 

We need hardly say that the election of Mr, Lincoln, 
though it cannot be accompKshed without arduous and 
persistent efforts, is eminently a thing that can be done. 
The disruption of the Democratic Party, now perhaps 
less likely to be repaired than before his nonunation, 
the fact that he was put forward by one of the doubt- 
ful States, Illinois, and nominated in great measure by 
votes from two others, namely Pennsylvania and New- 
Jersey, the universal desire of the country to settle the 
vexatious Slavery c[uestion in accordance with the 
views of the fathers — all these are powerful in behalf 
of the Chicago ticket." 

The Springfield, Mass., Republican : 
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" In ways, which it is useless to mention now, we 
are, of course, disappointed ; in ways, which we shall 
have frecLTient occasion to mention between this date 
and November, we are glad and grateful. The nomi- 
nee is a positive man — a Hve man — and in these re- 
spects matches well with the platform, which is bold, 
manly, and comprehensive. The many friends of Mr, 
Seward, particularly, wili feel aggrieved by this result, 
but it could not have been otherwise. The States 
which must be carried to secure a Eepuhhcan triumph 
did not dare to assume Mr. Seward, and the forcing up- 
on them of a name that would weaken them, and de- 
velop opposition — organized and consolidated — would 
have been neither wise nor fair. We predict for the 
ticket a popularity that will grow, as the campaign ad- 
vances, into a furor of enthusiasm. "We predict, fur- 
thermore, that it will be elected." 

The Boston Atlas : 

" As in 1840 and 1848, the Whig party passed by 
the prominent names before the Conventions at the out- 
set, and as ui 1844 and in 1852 the Democratic party 
did the same thing, and elected men who were not the 
most prominently before the people, the Eepublicans 
have in this instance taken up men fresh &om the peo- 
file, of broad and statesmanlike quahties, of uncLuea- 
tioned abilities, and of tried patriotism, in what is to 
be to them a great, and, aa we confidently believe, a 
triumphantly successful campaign. In a nomination 
of thia nature, there must have been necessarily many 
preferences from people of different sections, some of 
which were to be set aside. Mr. Seward, Mr. Cliase, 
Mr. Cameron, Mr. Banks, Mr. Bates, and Mr. McLean, all 
have friends presented their names for the first or sec- 
ond place on the ticket. For ourselves, we might have 
had personal preferences equally strong with others. 
But at a time like this, personal preferences are to be 
subordinated to the will of the majority, as expressed 
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The N. T. 

W,",?°' °T"'' 'if ™'' ,'«""TOf, distinguished alone for 
t.Mupeudousphy8,cal progress, for "those grand «- 

tment with cities, and eonnected its remotest parts by 
radroads and telegraphs. It has also worlied out for it- 
rwT'i'i'Tn'?'™? P"™"-^ constitution. Pla- 
cmg, &i the first time in the history of mankind the 
controlling power of goTemment in'the hands of L 
whole people, ,t has constructed a yast fabric of socie! 
ty on that new basis. It has said to all ranks and™ 

rights to each other ; here the careers of Kfc ate open 
to every corner ; men are thrown upon their own 
mtnnsic manhood for their reliance, and it belongs t» 
each one to heeome the architect of his own fortlnes 
This unlimited freedom of action, though it has pro- 
duced some social erils, has produced much greVt^r 
good, and we do not belieye thjt there is a natSron 
the glohe m which the masses of the people are so 
prosperous, so intelligent, and so contented a, they are 
m this nation. Wliat more striking iUustration of iL 
effects could we haye, than the rise of Mr. Lineoh. to 
hM present importance in the eyes of the world ? Is 
ho not pre-emmenfly the child of our free mstitntions > 
A poor orphan, without education or friends, by the 
kbor of his hands by the energy of his will by the 
manliness and probity of his character, he rais'es him- 
seli to fortune and fame ; a powerful party which 
contains, to say the least, as much yirtue and nUtht 
genceasany other, assigns him, without intrigues or 
hfrS, b °"?'-"'° ""' r'"™ " i'"cg«rd,, making 
cal conflict ; and m a few months more we may see the 
once fnendless boy the occupant of the Presidential 
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chair. Thus the spirit of our institutions is strihingly 
embodied in his career, which is itself an admirable 
commentary on their excellence." 

And the conservative Philadelphia North Amcri- 

" The people of Pennsylvania are eminently practi- 
cal in all their views and actions. We are not hasty 
nor inconsiderate. We take time to reflect and gener- 
ally act intelligently. It has been so in this case. 
Our State entered into the canvass at Chicago with 
a spirit, a determination, and an indomitable enei^y 
which completely surprised the gentlemen from the ex- 
treme North, and served us a rallying point for all the 
moderates. The Pennsylvania delegation was gener- 
ally accredited with the selfish purpose of going to Chi- 
cago to secure the nomination of one of our own sons. 
Such was far from the truth. When the ground was 
surveyed, it was found that from the Atlantic seacoast 
of Jersey to the Mississippi river, in the whole belt of 
States south of New- York and Michigan, there was a 
settled determination not to take Mr. Seward, nor, in- 
deed, any extreme man. Yet ths councils of these 
States were divided, and no chance of concentration 
seemed to present itself. At length Pennsylvania, by 
the force of her numbers and courage, solved the prob- 
lem. She sacrificed her own canditate, and rushed 
over to the side of the Ilhnois favorite, Lincoln, 

" This nomination was made by Pennsylvania, and it 
could not have been accomplished without her. She 
brought together, for the first time, this noble phalanx 
of central free States, and gave them a community of 
feehng and purpose. From the first moment that this 
movement was begun victory was no longer douhtfid. 
Pennsylvania demanded a protectionist, and so did all 
the States of this combination. Her demand could 
not be refused, and in Mr. Lincoln we have one whose 
devotion to American interests has been lifelong. 
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sprung, too, from good old Pennsylvania stock, lie 
was peculiarly entitled to her support. 

" Under these circumstances it is clear that our gal- 
lant State has gained a Bignal triumph at Chicago, and 
one, too, the effects of which are likely to prove lasting. 
In the demonstration of joy with which the nomination 
has been hailed at Easton, Westchester, and other 
points throughout the interior, we read the indications 
of the popular feeling. The belief is general that this 
is a Pennsylvania ticket, and must receive the vote of 
the State, In fact, the people of this commonwealth 
are determined not to permit the election of another 
Democratic President, no matter with how much 
clamor anyparticular section of the country may de- 
mand it. The interests of the whole country must be 
attended to first, and those of sections afterward. We 
must purge the government of the corruptions which 
befoul every department at Washington. We must 
substitute honest, and patriotic, and sensible men for 
reckless, and intriguing, and plunder-seeking faction- 
ists, to whom the interests of humanity, the progress 
of civilization and enlightenment, and the rights and 
privileges of citizenship, are too small for serious con- 
sideration." 

And so we might go on, quoting hundreds of pages 
of similar remarks from the American Press. 



MR. LIKCOLN AT HOME. 

The Committee appointed bytheNational Convention 
to wait upon Mr. Lincoln, and inform him of his nomi- 
nation, immediately performed their duty. A corre- 
spondent of the Chicago Journal gives the subjoined 
graphic account of the visit of the Committee : 

" The excursion train bearing the Committee appoint- 
ed by the National Convention at Chicago to wait on 
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Mr. Lincoln and notify him of his nomination, consist- 
ing ot the President ol:' the Convention, the Hon. Geo. 
Ashmun of Mass., and the chairmen of the different 
State delegations, arrived at Springfield, Friday even- 
ing at seven o'clock. 

" Agi-eat crowd was awaiting them at the depot, and 
^eeted their coming with enthusiastic shouts. From 
the depot they marched to the hotel, accompanied by 
the crowd, and two or three bands discoursing stirring 
music. The appearance and names of the more distin- 
guished delegates were received with vociferous ap- 
plause, especially the venerable and famous Francis P 
Blair of Maryland, the Hon. E. D. Morgan, Governor 
of JSew-York, and Governor Boutwel! of Massachu- 
setts. 

_ "When they arrived at the hotel the erowel, stdl 
increasing, deployed off to the State-House square, to 
give vent to their enthusiasm in almost continual 
cheers, and listen to fervent speeches. 

" Having partaken of a bountiful supper, the delegates 
proceeded quietly, by such streets as would escape the 
crowd, to the residence of Mr. Lincohi. Quite a num- 
ber of outsiders were along, amoi^ whom were lialf a 
dozen editors, including the Hon. Henry J. Raymond of 
The New- York Times. 

"Among the delegates composingthe Committee, were 
many of the most distinguished men in that great Con- 
vention, such as Mr. Evai-te of New-York, the accom- 
plished and eloquent spokesman of the delegation from 
the i^mpire State, and friend of Mr. Beward : Judge 
KeUy of Pennsylvania, whose tall form and sonorous 
eloquence excited so much attention ; Mr. Andrew of 
Massachusetts, the round-faced, handsome man who 
made such a beautiful and telling speech on behalf of 
the old Bay State, in seconding the motion to make 
-LincoM s nomination unanimous ; Mr. Simmons, the 
gray-headed United States Senator from Rhode Ishmd- 
Mr. Ashmun, the President of the Convention, so long 
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the bosom friend and ardent admirer of Daniel Web- 
ster, and the loader of the Massachusetts Wliios ■ the 
veteran Blam, and his gallant sons, Frank P ' and 
Montgomery ; brave old Blstie of Kentucky : Galla- 
gher the literary man of Ohio ; burly, loud-voiced 
Oarttor of Ohio, who announced the four votes that 
gave Lmcoln the nomination, and others that I have 
not time to mention. 

"In a few minutes (it now being about 8 p. M ) thev 
were at Lincoln's house— an elegant two-story dwell- 
mg, Irontmg west, of pleasing exterior, with a neat 
and roomy appearance, situated in the quiet part of the 
town, surrounded with shrubbery. As tbey were pass 
mg m at the gate and up the steps, two handsome lads 
01 eight or ten years met them with a courteous ' Good 
evemng, gentlemen.' 

" -Are you Mr. Lincoln's son ?■ said Mr. Evarts of 
New- York. ' Yes, sir,' said the boy. ' Then let's 
shako hands ;' and they began gi'eeting him so warmly 
as to excite the younger one's attention, who had stood 
silently by the opposite gatepost, and he sang out 
?1 ' ^'"™';. '»» ;' whereupon several delegates' 
amid much laughter, saluted the youn^ Lincoln 

Having all collected in the large north parlor, Mr 
Ashman addressed Mr. Lincoln, who stood it the east 
end of the room, as follows ; 



I have, sir, the honor, in behalf of the gen 
who are present, a Committee appointed by the Eepub- 
lioan Lonvention, recently assembled at Chicago to 
discharge a most pleasant duty. We have come 'sir 
under a vote of instructions to that Committee, to 
notify you that you have been selected by the Conven- 
r?\ A of f<iP"M!"M at Chicago, for President of the 
United States. They instruct us, sir, to notify you of 
that selectmn, and that Committee deem it not onlv 
respectful to yourself but appropriate to the important 
matter which they have in hand, that they should 
come m person, and present to you the authentic evi- 
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dence of the action of that Convention ; and, sir, with- 
out any phrase which shall either be considered person- 
ally plaiiditory to yourself, or which shall liave any 
reference to the principles involved in the questions 
which are connected with your nomination, I desire to 
present to you the letter which has been prepared, and 
which informs you of the nomination, and with it the 
platform, resolutione, and sentiments, which the Con- 
vention adopted. Sir, at yonr convenience, we shall 
be glad to receive from you such a response as it may 
be your pleasure to give ub.' 

" Mr. Lincoln listened with a countenance grave and 
earaest, almost to sternness, regarding Mr. Ashmun 
with the profoundest attention, and at the conclusion of 
that gentleman's remarks, after an impressive pause, 
he replied in a clear but subdued voice, with that per- 
fect enunciation, which always marks his utterance, 
and a dignified sincerity of manner suited to the man 
and the occasion, in the follo^ving words : 

'"Mr. Chairman, and Gentlemen op the Com- 
mittee : I tender to you, and through you to the Ee- 
publican National Convention, and all the people 
represented in it, my profoundest thanks for the high 
honor done me, which you now formally announce. 
Deeply, and even painfully sensible of the great respon- 
sibility which is inseparable from this high .honor — a 
responsibility which I could almost wish had fallen 
upon some one of the far more eminent men and ex- 
perienced statesmen whose distinguished names wer 
before the Convention, I shall, by your leave, conside, 
more fully the resolutions of the Convention, denomi- 
nated the platform, and without unnecessary or un- 
reasonable delay, respond to you, Mr. Chairman, in 
writing, not doubting that the platform will be found 
satisfactory, and the nomination gratefully accepted. 

" 'And now I will not longer defer the pleasure of 
taking you, and each of you, by the hand.' 
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" Mr. Ashmun then introduced the delegates person- 
silly to Mr. Lincoln, who shook them heartily by the 
li:ind. Gov. Morgan, Mr. Blair, Senator Simmons, Mr. 
Welles, and Mr, Fogg, of Connecticut, were first in- 
troduced ; then came hearty old Mr. Blakie, of Ken- 
tucky, Lincoln's native State, and, of course, they had 
to compare notes, inquire up old neighbors, and, if the 
time had allowed, toey would soon have started to 
tracing out the old pioneer families. Major Ben, 
Eggleston, of Cincinnati, was next, and his greeting 
and reception were equally hearty. Tall Judge Kelly, 
of Pennsylvania, was then presented by Mr, Ashmun 
to Mr. Lincoln. As they shook hands, each eyed the 
other's ample proportions, with genuine admiration — 
Lincoln, for once, standing erect as an Indian during 
this evening, and showing his tall form in its full 
dignity, 

" ' What's your height ?' incLuired Lincoln. 

" ' Six feet three ; what is yours, Mr. Lincoln !' 
said Judge Kelly, in his round, deliberate tone. 

" ' Six feet four,' replied Lincoln. 
" ' Then,' said Judge Kelly, ' Pennsylvania bows 
to Illinois. My dear man, for years my heart has been 
aching for a President that I could ^o& ii'p to, and I've 
found him at last in the land where we thought there 
were none but Utile giants,' 

'* Mr, Evarts, of New-York, expressed very gracefully 
his gratification at meeting Mr, Lincoln, whom he had 
heard at Cooper Institute, but where, on account of 
the pressure and crowd, he had to go away without an 
introduction. 

"Mr, Andrews, of Massachusetts, said, 'Wo claim 
you, Mr. Lincoln, as coming from Massachusetts, be- 
cause all the old Lincoln name are from Plymouth Col- 
ony.' 

"' We'll consider it so this evening,' said Lincoln. 

" Various others were presented, when Mr. Ashmun 
asked them to come up and introduce themselves. 
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' Come up, gentlemen,' said Mr, Judd, ' it's nobody but 
Old Abe Lincoln,' The greatest good feeling pre- 
vailed. As the delegates fell back, each congratulated 
the other that they had got just the sort of man, A 
neatly-dressed New-Englander remarked to us, ' I was 
afraid I should meet a gigantic ■ rail-splitter, with the 
manners of a flatboatman, and the ugliest face in 
creation ; and he's a complete gentleman.' 

" Mra. Lincoln received the delegates in the south 
parlor, where they were severally conducted after their 
official duty was performed. It will, no doubt, be a 
gratification to those who have not seen this amiable 
and accomplished lady to know that she adorns a draw- 
ing-room, presides over a table, does the honors on an 
occasion like the present, or will do the honors at the 
White-House, with appropriate grace. She is a daugh- 
ter of Dr. Todd, formerly of Kentucky, and long one 
of the prominent citizens of Springfield, She is one 
of three sisters noted for their beauty and accomplish- 
ments. One of them is now the wife of Ninian W. 
Edwards, Esq., son of old Gov. Edwards. Mrs. Lin- 
coln is now apparently about 35 years of age, is a very 
handsome woman, with a vivacious and graceful man- 
ner ; is an interesting and often sparkling talker. 
Standing by her almost gigantic husband, she appears 
petite, but is really about the average height of ladies. 
They have three sons, two of them already mentioned, 
and an older one — a young man of 16 or 18 years, now 
at Harvard Ooliege, Mass, 

" Mr. Lincoln bore himself during the evening with 
dignity and ease. His kindly and sincere manner, frank 
and honest expression, unaffected, pleasant conversa- 
tion, soon made every one feel at ease, and rendered 
the hour and a half which they spent with him one of 
great pleasure to the delegates. He was dressed with 
perfect neatness, ahnost elegance — though, as all Illi- 
noians know, he usually is as plain in his attire as he 
is modest and unassuming in deportment. lie stood 
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erect, diBplaying to excellent ndTantage Ms tall and 
manly figure. 

" Perhaps some reader will be curioua to know how 
aonest Old Abe' received the news of his nomination 
ile had been up m the telegraph office during the first 
and second ballots on Friday moi-ning. As the vote of 
each State was announced on the platform at Chicago 
It was telegraphed to Springfield, and those who wire 
gathered there figured up the vote, and hung over the 
result with the same breathless anitietyas the crowd at 
tie Wigwam. As soon as the second ballot was taken, 
and before it had been counted and announced by the 
secretaries, Mr. Lincoln walked over to the State Jour- 
nal olhce Ho was sitting thero conversing while the 
third baUot was being taken. When Oartter, of Ohio 
announced the change of four votes, giving Lincohi a 
majority, and before the great tumult of apphnae in 
the Wywam had fairly begun, it was tele^aphed to 
Springfield. Mr. Wilson, telegraph supermtSdent, who 
was m the office, instantly wrote on a scrap of paper 
Mr. Lincoln, you are nominated on the third ballot ' 
and gave It to a boy, who ran with it to Mr. Lhicoln 
Me took the paper m his hand, and looked at it long 
and silently, not heeding the noisy exultation of all 
around, and then nsmg and putting the note in his vest 
pocket, he quietly remarked, ' There's a little woman 
down at our house would like to hear this I'U so 
down and tell her.' ^ 

" It is needless to say that the people of Springfield 
were delmous with joy and enthusiasm both that even- 
mg and since. ^ As the delegates returned to the hotel 
—the sky blazing with rockets, cannon roaring at in- 
V™"' °°°fires .Uaring at the street comera, long rows 
ot buildings brdhantly illummated, the State-House 
overflowing with shouthig people, speakera awakening 
new enthnsiasm-ono of tto Mew-fengland delegatS 
remarked that there were more enthusiasm and sky- 
rockets than he ever saw in a town of that size before 
7 
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" The Ohio delegates brought back with them a rati, 
one of the original three thousand split hy Lincoln in 
1830 ; and though it bears the marks of years, ia stiU 
tough enough for service. It is for Tom Corwin, who 
intends taking it with him as he stumps the Buckeye 
State for honest old Abe." 

A correspondent of the New- York Evening Post de- 
scribes his visit to Mr. Lincoln in the following manner : 

" It had been reported by some of Mr. Lincoln's po- 
litical enemies, that he was a man who lived in the 
' lowest hoosier style,' and I thought I would see for 
myself. Accordingly, as soon as the business of thf 
Convention was closed, I took the cars for Springfield. 
I found Mr. Lincoln living in a handsome, but not pre- 
tentious, double two-sfcory frame house, having a wide 
hall running through the centre, with parlors on both 
sides, neatly, but not ostentatiously, furnished. It was 
just such a dwelling as a majority of the well-to-do 
residents of these fine western towns occupy. Every- 
thing about it had a look of comfort and independence. 
The library I remarked in passing, particularly, and I 
was pleased to see long rows of books, which told of the 
scholarly tastes and culture of the family. 

"Lincoln received us with great, and to me, sur- 
prising urbanity. I had seen him before in New- York, 
and brought with me an impression of his awkward 
and ungainly manner ; but in his own house, where he 
doubtless feels himself freer than in the strange New- 
York circles, he had thrown this off, and appeared easy, 
if not graceful. He is, as you know, a tall, lank man, 
with a long neck, and his ordinary movements are 
unusually angular, even out "West. As soon, however, 
as he gets interested in conversation, his face hghts up, 
and his attitudes and gestures assume a certain dignity 
and impressivencss. His convei^ation is fluent, agree- 
able and polite. You see at once from it that he is a 
man of decided and original character. His views are 
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aU his own ; sueli as he has worked out from a patient 
aud varied scrutiny of life, and not such as he has 
learned from others. Yet he cannot be called opinion^ 
ated. He listens to others like one eager to learn, and 
his replies evince at the same time, both modesty and 
self-reliance. I should say that soimd common sense 
was the principal quality of hie mind, although at times 
a striking phrase or word reveals a peculiar vein of 
thought. He tells a story well, with a strong idiomatic 
smack, and seems to relish humor, both in himself and 
others. Our conversation was mainly political, but of 
a general nature. One thing Mr, Lincoln remarked, 
which I will venture to repeat. He said that in the 
coming presidential canvass he was wholly uncommitted 
to any cabals or cliques, and that he meant to keep 
himself free fi'om them, and from all pledges and 
promises ' 

"I hid the pleasure, also, of a brief interview with 
Mrs. Lmcoln, and, m the circumstances of these per- 
sons, I tiUBt I am not trespassing on the sanctities of 
private hie, m saj mg a word in regard to that lady. 
Whatever ot awkwardness may be ascribed to her 
husband, there is none of it in her. On the contrary, 
she is quite a pattern of lady-Uke courtesy and polish. 
She converses with freedom and grace, and is thoroughly 
aw faii in aU the little ■ amenities of society. Mrs. 
Lincoln belongs, by the mother's side, to the Preston 
family of Kentucky, has received a liberal and refined 
education, and should she ever reach it, will adorn the 
White-House. She is, I am told, a strict and consis- 
tent member of the Presbyterian Church. 

"Not a man of us who saw Mr. Lincoln hut was 
impressed by his ability and character. In illustration 
of the last let me mention one or two things, which 
your readers, I think, will be pleased to hear. Mr. 
Lincoln's early life, as you know, was passed in the 
roughest kind of experience on the frontier, and among 
the roughest sort of people. Yet, I have been tola 
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that, in the face of all these influences, he is a strictly 
temperate man, never using wine or strong drink ; and 
stranger still, he does not ' twist the filthy weed,' nor 
smoke, nor use profane language of any kind. When 
we consider how common these vices are all over our 
country, pai-ticularly in the West, it must be admitted 
that it exhibits no Uttle strength of character to have 
refrained from them. 

" Mr, Lincoln is popular with his friends and neigh- 
bors ; the habitual equity of his mind points him out 
as a peacemaker and composer of difaculties ; his 
integrity is proverbial ; and his legal abilities are 
regarded as of the highest order. The soubriquet of 
' Honest old Abe,' has been won by years of upright 
conduct, and is the popular homage to his probity. 
He carries thfj marks of honesty in his face anil entire 
deportment. 

"I am the more convinced by this personal inter- 
course with Mr. Lincoln, that the action of our Con- 
vention was altogether judicious and proper." 

The Tribune gives the subjoined incident : 
" Probably no attribute of our candidate will, after 
all, endear him so much to the popular heart as the 
cooviction that he is emphatically ' one of the people.' 
His manhood has not been compressed into the artificial 
track of society ; but his great heart and vigorous in- 
tellect have been allowed a generous development anaid 
his solitary struggles in the forest and the prairie. 
With vision unobscured by the mists of sophistry, he 
distinguishes at the first glance between what is true 
and what is false, and with wUl and courage fortified 
by his life of hardship, he is not tlie man to shirk any 
roeponsibility, or toiifirink from any opposition. More- 
over, he is peculiariy\one to win our confidence and 
affection. To know ' honest Abe' is to love him ; and 
his neighbors in the West, although voting for him to 
a man, wUl moui-n the victory wliich is to deprive them 



...Coogic 



3AM LINCOLN. 149 



Of Ills prasiicc. The folloiving incident will exhibit 
Lmoola m one of those unobtrasiTe acts of Boodness 
which adom his life. The circumstance was retated by 
a teacher fi-om the FiTe-Points' House of Industry iii 
this city r • Onr Sunday-school in the Kye-Points was 
asBemWed, one Sabbath morning, a few months sines 
when I noticed a tall and remarkable lookini; man enter 
the room and take a seat among us. He listened with 
hsed attention to onr exercises, and his countenance 
manifested such genuine interest, that I approaehed 
hun and suggested that ho might bo wiUing to say 
somethmg to the children. He accepted the iiTyitation 
mth evident pleasm-e, and coming forward, began a 
simple address, which at once fascinated eycry little 
hearer, and hushed the room into silence. Hia lan- 
guage was strikingly beautiful, and his tones musical 
with mtensest feeling. The little faces around would 
droop into sad conyiotion, as ho uttered sentences of 
wamiu^, and would brighten into sunshine as he snoko 
cheeiinl words of promise. Once or twice he attempted 
o",?n? "'™'*''> *"■? "i« imperatiye shout of "Go 
on ! " Oh, do go on !" would compel him to resume 
A! X looked upon the gaunt and sinewy frame of the 
stranger, and marked his powerful head and deter- 
mined featm-es, now touched into softness by the im- 
pressions of the moment, I felt an irrepressible curiosity 
to learn something more about him, and when he was 
ijiuotly leaving the room, I begged to know his name 
Ho courteously replied, "It is Abraham Lincoln, from 
Illinois 1 ' " 

That the Convention at Chicago acted wisely and 
sagaciously, no man can for a moment doubt who looks 
ovcrtho field and sees the enthusiasm of the people 
over the nominations. Tliat Uncoln and Hamtin can 
he, and mil be, elected to the placet to which ihmj have 
been nwiimated we have no manner of donbt, and we 
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cannot do better than to iinish our sketch of Mr. Lin- 
coln by quoting the following admirable song of one of 
America's most gifted sons, William Henry Burleigh, 
of New-York : 

Up, again for tjia conllicll our haiinpr fling out. 
Ana rally amuDd it wiUi eong and iviUi liliout I 
Stout of hoart, Sun of hgad, should tlie gallant boya ho. 
Who bear to Uia fiatUe tlie Flag of Uia Eceo 1 

TliBj- should plei^B to her cause fortune, honor, and lila I 
And foil™ wlierever she heckouH them on, 
Tin FtMdom einilla la a victory won ! 



rhey coiuB ftom the hUlside, they come from l]iB Blen- 
ITrom the streeta throngtd mtL tiafiic, Bud amglnu niUi 
^'I'ora lonm ana from ledger, from ^vorkshop and fai'm, 
I'ha iiiarluta of Uoait, oud tJie mighty of ftrin. 
V* &ho moiuit^iL'born btnsata exultii^ly leap, 
fflioii thdr lofrfattore molt, to the bmat of tbo deep ; 
ii the win^ of UiB prairie, Iho waTcs of the »ea, 



lie has fought a good flght la the Battle ot Life 

Eight loyal and brare, pith naalaiii ouhlflcre^ 
Then, hnrrsb, boya, for honest '• Old Alie of Ito West 1 
And fling ont youl banner, the old starry banner. 
The eignal of tilnmph foi- " Aiie of the Wetl" 

The West, uhoee broad acres, amn leke-nhoTe to aea. 
Now w^t for the harreat and homes of Uio floe 1 
Shall the dark iido of Slavery roll o V the eod, 
That Freedom makes bloom like the gai'dcn of God f 
The bread of our cbildron be birn from their month. 
To teed the fleroe diagoa that preys on ihic South 1 
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SPEECH OF MR. LINCOLN, 
At Speingfield, Jvne 17, 1858. 

[The following speech was delivered at Springfield, 
111., at the close of the Eepublican State Convention, 
held at that time and place, and by which Convention 
Mr. Lincoln had been named as their candidate for 
United States Senator, Mr, Douglas was not pres- 
ent.] 

Mr. Peesident, and Gentlemen of the Cosvention: 
If we could first know where we are, and whither we are 
tending, we could better judge what to do, and h6w to do it. 
We are now far into the fifth year, since a policy was initi- 
ated with the avowed obiect, and confident promise, of putting 
an end to slavery agitation Under the operation of that 
policy, that agitation has not only not ceased, but has con- 
stantly augmented In my opinion, it will not cease, until a 
crisis shall have been reached and passed. " A house divided 
against ifielf cannot stand." I believe this government can- 
not endure permanently half slave and half free. I do not 
expect the Union to be dissolved — I do not expect the house 
to fall — but 1 do eipect it will cease to be divided. It will 
become all one thing, oi all the other. Either the opponents 
of slavery will arrest the further spread of it, and place it 
where the public mind shall rest in the belief that it is in the 
course of ultimate extinction ; or its advocates will push it 
forward, till it shal! become alike lawful in all the States, old 
as well as new-— North as well as South. 

Have we no tendency to the latter condition ? 

Let any one who doubts, carefully contemplate that now 
7« 
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almost complete l^al combination — piece of machinery, so to 
epeak — compounded of the Nebraska doctrine, and the Dred 
Scott decision. Let him consider not only what work the 
iDachinery ia adapted to do, and how well adapted ; but also, 
let him study the history of its construction, ttnd trace, if lie 
can, or rather fail, if he can, to trace, the evidences of design, 
and eoncert of action, among its chief aixhitects, from tlie be- 
ginning. 

The new year of J854 found slavery excluded from more 
than half the States by State constitutions, and from most of 
the national territory by Congressional prohibition. Four 
days later, commenced the stru^le which ended in repealing 
that Congressional prohibition. This optped all the national 
territory to slavery, and was the firet point gained. 

Hat, so far, Congress only had acted ; and an endorsement 
liy the people, real or apparent, was indispensable, to save tiie 
point already gmned, and give chance for more. 

This necessity had not been overlooked ; but liad been pro- 
vided for, as well as might be, in the notable argument of 
'• squatter sovereignty," otherwise called " saerod right of self- 
goveraraent" which latter phrase, though expressive of the 
only rightful basis of any government, was so perverted in 
this attempted use of it as to amount to just this : That if 
any one man choose to enslave another, no third man shall be 
allowed to object. That argument was incorporated into the 
Nebraska bill itself; in the language which follows : " It 
being the true intent and meaning of this act not to legislate 
slavery into any teiTitory or Sfate, nor to exclude it there- 
from ; but to leave the people thereof perfectly free to form 
and regulate their domestic institutions in their own way, 
subject only to the Constitution of the United States," Then 
opened the roar of loose declamation in favor of " squatter 
sovereignty," and " sacred rights of self-government." " But," 
said opposition members, " let us amend the bill so as to ex- 
pressly declare that the people of the territory may exclude 
slavery." "Not wc," said the friends of the measure ; and 
down they voted the amendment. 

While the Nebrask a bill was passing through Congress, a 
hmcase involving the question of anegro's freedom, by reason 
of his owner having voluntarily taken him first into a free 
State and then into a territory covei'ed by the Congressional 
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prohibition, and held liim as a sJave for a Ion"- H g n eacl 
was passing fhi'ougli (he U. S. Circuit Couff for ti e D ti t 
of Miseonr! ; and both Nebraska bill and law su i p e 
broufilit to a decision in tbe same month of May, ]H i i| 
npgro's name wa.s "Ured 8cott," which name mw 1 at i 
the decision IJnally made in the case. Before the lhe° xt 
ftesidential election, the law case cam o to and was inu I 
in, the Supreme Court of tlie United States ;' but tl c Ice s n 
of It was deferred until after the election. Slill beto e tht 
election, benator Trumbull, on the floor of the Senate le 
quested the leading advocate of the Nebraska bill to state fm 
opinmn whether the people of a temtoiy can constilutiouallv 
exdude_ slavery from their limits; and the latter answers : 
iliat is a question for the Supreme Court." 
The election came. Mr. Buchanan was elected, and the 
endorsement, soeh as it was, secured. That was the second 
point gamed. The endoi-sement, however, fell short of a clear 
popular maior tj by nearly fou hu died thousand votes, and 
«o perhaps was not o e whelm ngly reliable and satisfactoiT. 
11 eo fgoi g3 e dent n I s itst nnual message, as impret 
yeiy a« po lie echoed lack upon tl e jeople the weight and 
uiio yof I e endorsement. II e Sup e no Court met again ■ 
I t an lou ee the r decis on but ordered a re-argument, 
j J e 1 res 1 t al ati^uril o a ne and still no decision of 
tl e eouit but (I e mcom ng I re. dent , his inaugui-al ad- 
d e s ier e tly ccl o te 1 tl e people to al le by the forthcora- 
1 g lee 9 wUte it m ^1 1 be Tien, in a few days, 
ca no the dec s on ■' ' 

Ihe rep ted uti or of the Ne>r ska b II linds an early oc- 
cab o o n ake t peech at th s cap al endoj-sing of the Dred 
S ott lee on . J elenentlydeno o ng all opposition to 
t 11 e n P e de t loo te zes tl e ea ly occasion of the 
S 11 man 1 ttei to endo>e « d s ongly co strne that decision, 
a d to expre s 1 is a.to In ent tha any different view iiad 
ever b en ente la ned 

At length a squabble sp ngs up leti^een the President and 
tie autho of the Neb a ka bll on tie mere question oifact, 
vhelei tie Lecom; to Const ito is, cr was not in 
ny ju t en e n ad. 
tlat J I I la 
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slaTcry be voted down or voled up. 1 do not under- 
stand Ilia declaration that he cares not whetlier slavery be 
voted down or roled up, to be intended by him oiher ihan as 
an apt definition of the policy he would impress upon the pub- 
lic mind — the principle for which he declares he hus suffered 
so much, and is ready lo suffer lo the end. And well may lie 
cling to that principle. If he has any parental feeling, weil 
lany he cling to it. That principle is the only shi'ed left of 
his original Nebraska doctrine. Under the Dred Scott decis- 
ion, " squatter sovereignty" squatted out of existence, tum- 
bled down .like temporary scaffolding — like the mould at the 
foundry served through one blast and fell back into loose ^nd 
— helped to cany an election, and then was kicked to the 
winds. His late joint struggle with the Republicans, against 
the Lecompton Constitution, involves nothing of the original 
Nebraska doctrine. That struggle was made on a point — 
the right of a people to make their own constitution — upon 
which he and the Kepublicans have never differed. 

The several points of the Dred Scott decifaon, in connection 
with Senator Douglas's " care not" policy, constitute the piece 
of machinery, in its present state of advancement. This was 
the third point gained. The working points of that machine- 
ry are : 

First, That no negro slave, imported as such from Africa, 
and no descendant of such slave, can ever bo a citizen of any 
State, in the sense of that te-m ts used m the Constitution ol 
the United States. This point is made in oidei to deprive 
the negro, in every possible event of the beneht of that pio 
vision of the United States Constitution, whith dtclaies that 
"The citizens of each State shall be entjtltd to all privileges 
and immunities of citizens in tlie several btatts 

Secondly, That " subject to the Constitution of the UiiitLfl 
States," neither Congress noi a temtoiial l^slatuie can ex 
elude slavery from any United States tcrntoiy Jliis point is 
made in order that individual men may hll up the tenitonci^ 
with slaves, without danger of lo^iing them as piopoity, and 
thus to enhance the chances of peimini,a(.j to the inoLitution 
through all the future. 

Thirdly, TTiat whether the holding a negro in actual slave- 
ry in a free State, makes him free, as against the holder, the 
United States coui-{s will not decide, but will leave to be de-- 
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eided by the courts of any slave State the negro may be forcccl 
into by the mastei-. TliiH point is made, not to be pressed im- 
mediately ; but, if acquiesced in for a while, and appsii'eiiiiy 
endoi-sed by the people at an election, then to sustuin the logi- 
cal conclusion that what Dred Scott's master might lawfully 
do with Dred Scott, in the free Slate of Biinois, every othei- 
muster may lawfully do with any other one, or one thousand 
slaves, in Illinois, or in any other free State. 

Auxiliary to all this, and working hand in hand with it, 
the Nebraska doctrine, or what is lel't of it, is to educate and 
mould public opinion, at least Northern public opinion, not 
to care whether slavery is voted down or voted up. This 
shoivs exactly where we now are ; and partially, also, whith- 
er we are tending. 

It will throw additional light on the latter, to go back, and 
run the mind ovei' the string of historical fiicta already stated. 
Several things will now appear less dark and mysterious than 
Ihey did when they were transpiring. The people were to ho 
left "perfectly free," "subject only to the Constitution." 
What the Consiitution had to do with it outsiders couhi not 
then see. I'lwnly enough now, it was an exactly fitted niche, 
for the Dred Hcott decision to aftei'ward come in, and declare 
the perfect freedom of the people to be just no freedom at ail.. 
Why was the amendment, expressly declaring the right of the 
people, voted down ? Plainly enough now : the adoption of 
it would have spoiled the niche for the Dred Scott decision. 
Why was the court decision held up ? Why even a Senator's 
individual opinion witliheld, till after the Presidential elec- 
tion! Plainly enough now; the speaking out then would 
have damaged the perfectly free argument upon which the 
election was to be carried. Why the outgoing President's fe- 
licitation on the endorsement ? Why the delay of a re-argu- 
ment ! Why the incoming President's advance exhortation 
in favor of the decision? These tilings look like the cautious 
patting and petting of a spirited horse preparatory to mount- 
ing him, when it is dreaded that he may give the rider a fall. 
And why the hasty after-endorsement of the decision by the 
President and others 1 

We cannot absolutely know that all these exact adaptations 
ai'C the result of pre-concert. But when we see a lot of framed 
timbera, different portions of which we know have been gotten 
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out nt cliiFerent times and places and by different workmen — 
Stephen, Franklin, Boger, and James, for instance — and when 
we see these timbers joined together, and see tliey exactly 
make the frame of a bouse or a mill, all the tenons and mor- 
tices exactly fitting, all the lengths and proportions of tins dif- 
ferent pieces exactly iidiipted to their respective places, nnd 
not a piece too many or too few — not omitting evon scaffold- 
ing— or, if a single piece be lacking, we see the place in the 
frame exactly fitted and prepared yet to bring such piece in — 
in such a case, we find it impossible not to believe that Ste- 
phen and Franklin, and Eoger and James, all understood one 
another from the beginning, and all worked upon a common 
plan or draft drawn up before the first blow was struck. 

It should not be overlooked tliat, by the Nebraska bill, the 
people of a Stale as well as territory, were to be left " per- 
fectly free," " subject only (o the Constitution." Why men- 
tion a State % They were legislating for territories, and not 
for or about States. Certainly the people of a State are and 
ought to be subject to the Constitution of the United Stales ; 
bnt why is mention of this lu^ed into this merely territorial 
law ? Why are the people of a territory and the people of a 
State theicin lumped together, and their relation to the Con- 
stitution therein treated as being precisely the same ? While 
the opinion of the court, by Chief Justice Taney, in the Di-ed 
Scott case, and the separate opinions of all the concurring 
Judges, expressly declare that the Constitution of the United 
Slates neither permits Congress nor a territorial legislature to 
exclude slavery from any United States territory, they all omit 
to declare whether or not the same Constitution permits a 
State, or the people of a State, to exclude it. Possibly, this is 
a mere omission ; but who can bo quite sure, if McLean or 
Curtis had sought to get into the opinion a declaration of un- 
limited power in the people of a State to exclude slavery fi'om 
their limits, just as Chase and Mace sougbt to get such dec- 
laration, in behalf of the people of a territory, into the Ne- 
braska bill — I ask, who can be quite sm'e that it would not 
Jiavo been voted down in the one csise as it had been in the 
other ? The nearest approach to the point of declaring the 
power of a Slate over slavery, is made by Judge Nelson. He 
approaches it more than once, nsing the precise idea, and al- 
most the language, loo, of the Nebraska act. On one ocea- 
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sion, his exact language is, " except in cases wliere tlie power 
1. roliamed by the Comlltntioii of iJie United St,te>, the law 
ot the btate is supreme over the subject of slavery within its 
Jurisdiction. In what cases the power of Uie State is so re- 
strained by the United States Constitution, is left an open 
question, precisely as the same question, as to the restraint on 
the power of the territories, was left open in ihe Nebrnslsa 
act rnt this and that together, and we have another nice 
Jiltl. niche, which we may, ero long, see tilled with another 
buptemo Court decision, declaring that the Constitution of the 
United States does not permit a StaU to exclude slavery from 
Its hmils. And this may especially be expected if the doc- 
trine ot care not whether slavery be voted down or voted 
up, shall gain upon the public mind sufBeiently to give 
promise that such a decision can be maintained when made. 

Such a decision IS all that slavery now lacks of being alike 
lawful in all the States. Welcome, or unwelcome, suSh de- 
cision IS probably coming, and will soon bo npon us, unless 
the power of the present pohtical dynasty shall be met and 
overthrown. We shall lie down pleasantly dreaming that the 
people of Missouri are on the verge of making their State free, 
and wc .had awake to the reality instead, that the Supreme 
t^ourt has made Illinois a slave State. To meet and over 
throw the power of that dynasty, is the work now before all 
those who would prevent that consummation. 'ITiat is what 
we have to do. How can we best do it ? 

There are those who denounce us openly to their own 
iriends, and yet whisper us softly, that Senator Dou.las is the 
aptest .UBtrument there is with which to effect that object, 
iliey wish us to «/ir all, from the fact that he now has a lit- 
tle quarrel with the present head of the dynasty i and that he 
has regularly voted with us on a single point, Ipon which he 
and we have never diUbred. They remind us that he is asieal 
man, and that the largest of us are very small ones. Let this 
be granted. But « a living dog is better than a dead lion." 
Judge Douglas, if not a dead lion, for this work, is at least a 
C|ig«l and tooth ess one. How can he oppose the advance, of 
Bhtvery! He don't care anything about it. His avowed 
mission ,s impresang the " public heart" to an notUm akat 
a. A leadmg Douglas democratic newspaper thinks Dow- 
l»s superior talent wUl be needed to resist the revival of the 
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African slave trade. Does Douglas believe an effor6 to re- 
vive that trade is approaching ? He has not said so. Doea 
he really think sol lint if it ip, how can he resist it? For 
years he has labored to prove it a aaored right of white men 
to twke negro slaves into the new territorie.'i. Can he possi- 
bly show that it is less a sacred right to buy them where they 
can be bought cheapest t And unquestionably they cim bo 
bought cheaper in Africa than in Virginia. He has done all 
in his power to reduce the whole question of slavery to one of 
a mere right of property ; and as such, how can he oppose 
the foreign slave trade — how can he refuse that trade in that 
" property" shall be " pei-fecCly free" — unless he does it as a 
protection to the home production ? And as the home pro- 
ducere will probably not ask the protection, he will be wholly 
without a ground of opposition. 

Senator Bouglas holds, we know, that a man my It 
f[i% be wiser to-duy than he was yesterday— that le m y 
rightfully change when he finds himself wrong. But an w 
for that reason, run ahead, and infer that he will mal o any 
particular change, of which he, himself, has given o nt ua 
(ion ? Can we safely base our action upon any s ch v gue 
inference? Now, as ever, I wish not to misrepi-e ent Judge 
Douglas's position, question his motives, or do augl t hat can 
be personally offensive to him. Whenever, if ever he and ve 
can come together on principle, so that our cause may I ave 
assistance from his great ability, I hope to have interposed no 
adventitious obstacle. But clearly, he is not now with us — 
he doea not pretend to be — he does not promise ever to be. 

Our cause, then, must be intrusted to, and conducted by, its 
own undoubted friends — those whose bunds are fi-ee, whose 
hearts are in the work — who do care for the result. Two 
years ago the liepublicans of the nation mustered over thirteen 
hundred thousand strong. We did this under the single im- 
pulse of resistance to a common danger, with every external 
circumstance against us. Of strange, discordant, and even 
hostile elements, we gathered from the four winds, and formed 
and fought the battle through, under the constant hot fire of a 
disciplined, proud, and pampered enemy. Did we brave all 
then, to falter now ? — now, when that same enemy is waver- 
ing, dissevered, and belligerent ? The result is not doubtful. 
We sliull liot f;iil— if we stand firm, we s/iall not fail. Wise 
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counsels may accelerate, or mistakes delay it, but f 
later, the victory is sure to come. 



MR, LINCOLN'S SPEECH IN EEPLY TO MH. 

DOUGLAS, 

At CmcAGO, July 10, 1858. 

Mr. Lincoln was introduced by C. L. Wilson, Esq., and as 

he made his appearance he was greeted with a peifoct storm 

of applause. For some moments the enthusiasm coulinucd 

unabated. At la.st, when by a wave of his hand partial 

silence was restored, Mr, Lincoln said : 

My Fkllowcitixess ; On yesterday evening, upon the oc- 
casion of the reception given to Senator Douglas, I wfis fur- 
nished with a seat very convenient for hearing him, and was 
otherwise very couvteously treated by him and liis friends, and 
for which I lliank him and them. During the course of his 
remarks my name was raenlloned in such a way as, I suppose, 
renders it at least not improper that I should make some sort 
of reply to him. I shall not attempt to follow him in the pre- 
cise order in which he addressed the assembled multitude upon 
that occasion, though I shal!, perhaps, do so in the main. 

Tliere was one question to which he asked the attention of 
the crowd, which I deem of somewhat less importance — at 
least of propriety for mo to dwell upon — than the others, 
which he brought in near the close of bis speech, and which 
I think it would not be entirely proper for me to omit attend- 
ing to ; and yet, if I were not to give some attention to it now, 
I should probably foi^t it altogether. "While I am upon this 
subject, allow me to say, tliat Ido not intend to indulge in that 
inconvenient mode sometimes adopted in public speaking, of 
reading from documents ; but I shall depart from that rule so 
far as to read a little scrap from his speech, which notices this 
Ih-st topic of which I shall Hpeai — that is, provided I cau liud 
it in the paper. 
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" I have made up my mind to appeal to the people against 
tUe combination that has been made against me ! — the Eepul)- 
lican leai3ei-9 having formed an alliance, an unholy and imiiat- 
nral alliance, with a portion of unscrupulous federal olfice- 
holdera. I intend to fight that allied army wherever I meet 
thera. I know they deny the alliance, but yet these men who 
are trying to divide the Democratic party for the purpose of 
electing a Eepublican Senator in my place, are just aa much 
the agents and toola of the supporters of Mr. Lincoln. Hence 
I shall deal with this allied army just as the llitssiaas donit 
with the allies at Sebastopol — that is, the Kussians did not 
stop t3 inquire, when they fired a broadside, whether it hit an 
Euglishman, a Frenchman, or a Turk. Nor will I stop to 
inquire, nor shall I hesitate, whether my blows shall hit these 
Bepublicaii leaders or their allies, who are holding the federal 
offices and yet acting in concert with them." 

Well, now, gentlemen, is not that very alarming ! Just to 
think of it ! right at the oulset of the canvass, I, a poor, kintl, 
amiable, intelligent gentleman, I am to be sIlUU m this nay 1 
Why, my friend, the Judge, is not only, as it turns out, not i 
dead lion, nor even a living one — he is the lugged llusfeiui 

But if they will have it — for he says th it " e denj it — thit 
there is any such alliance, aa he says theie i^i — ■ml I dent 
propose hanging very much upon this question ot veiaciCy — 
but if he win have it that there is such iji alliance — that tin, 
administration men and we are allied, ind we stand m tlie 
attitude of English, French, and Turk, he occupying the po-'i 
tion of the Russian, in that case, I beg that he will indulge 
us while we barely suggest to him that these allies look Seb is- 

Gentlemen, only a few more words aa to this alliance 1 or 
my part, I have to say, that whether there be such an alliance, 
depends, so far as I know, upon what may be a right deflni- 
iion of the term allmnee. If for the liepublican party to see 
the other great party to which they are opposed divided among 
themselves, and not try to stop the division, and rather be 
glad of it — if that is an alliance, I confer I am in ; but if it is 
meant to be said that the Kepablieans have formed an alliance 
going beyond that, by which there is contribution of money 
or Haei'ilico of principle, on the one side or the other, so far sia 
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the Republican party is concerned, if there be any such tiling, 
I protest that I neither know anything of it, nor do I believe 
it. I wi!], however, say — as I think this branch of tlie argu- 
ment ia lupged in — I would before I leave it, state, for the 
benefit of tliose concerned, that one of those same Buchanan 
men did once tell me of an argument that he made for his op- 
position to Judge Douglas. He said that a friend of our 
Senator Douglas had been talking to him, and had, among 
other things, said to him : " Why, you don't want to beat 
Douglas?" "Yes," said he, "Ido want to beat him, and I 
will tell you why. I believe his original Nebi'aska bill was 
right in the abstract, but it was wrong in the time that it was 
brought forward. It was wrong in the application to a terri- 
tory in regard to which the question had been settled ; it was 
brought forward at a time when nobody asked him ; it was 
tendei-ed to the South when the South had not asked for it, but 
when they could not well refuse it ; and for this same reason 
he forced that question upon our party ; it has sunk the best 
men all over the nation, everywhere ; and now, when our 
I'residcnt, struggling with the diiBeuItiea of this man's getting 
u[), has reached the very hardest point to turn in the case, he 
doserta him, and I am for putting him where he wiE trouhle ua 

Now, gentlemen, tbat is not my argument — that is not my 
argument at all. I have only been slating to you the argu- 
ment of a Buchanan man. You wiil judge if there is any 
force in it 

Popular sovereignly ! everlasting popular sovereignty ! Let 
ua for a moment inquire into this vast matter of popular sov- 
ereignty. What b popular sovereignty? We recollect that 
Rt an early period in the history of this stru^le, there was 
another name for the same thing — nquatler iovermgnti). It 
was not exactly popular sovereignty, but squatter sovereign- 
ty. What do those terms mean t What do those terms mean 
when used now ? And vast credit is taken by our friend, 
the Judge, in r^ard to his support of it, wiion he declares the 
last years of his life have been, and ail the future years of his 
life shall be, devoted to this matter of popular soveroipnty. 
What is it ? Why, it is the sovereignty of the people I What 
was squatter sovereignty? I suppose, if it had any signifi- 
cance at all, it was the right of the people to govern them- 
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selves, to be sovereign in their own aiFairs wLile they were 
squatted down in a territory not their own, while tliey had 
squatted on a territory that did not belong to them, in the 
sense that a State belongs to the people who inhabit it — when 
it belonged to the nation — such right to govern themselves was 
called " squatter sovereignty." 

Now, I wbh you to mark. What has become of that 
squatter sovereignty 1 What has become of it? Can you 
get anybody to tell you now that the people of a territory 
have any authority to govern themselves, in regard to this 
mooted question of slavery, before they form a State constitu- 
tion ? No such thing at all, although there is a general run- 
ning fire, and altliough there has been a hurrali made in every 
speech on that side, assuming that policy had given the people 
of a territory the right to govern themselves upon this ques- 
tion ; yet the point is dodged. To-day it has been decided — 
no more than a year ago it was decided by the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and is insisted upon to-day, that the 
people of a territory have no right to exclude slavery fi-om a 
territory ; that if any one man chooses to take slaves into a 
territory, all the rest of the people have no right to keep them 
out This being so, and this decision being made one of tlie 
points that the Judge approved, and one in the approval of 
which he siiys ho means to keep me down— put me down, I 
should not say, for I have never been up. He says he is in 
favor of it, and sticks to it, and expects to win his battle on 
that decision, which says that there is no such thing as squat- 
ter sovereignty ; but that any one may take slaves into a ter- 
ritory, and all the other men in a territory may be opposed to 
it, and yet, by reason of the Constitution, Ihey cannot pro- 
hibit it. When that is so, how mucSi is left of this vast matter 
of squatter sovereignty, I should like to know? 

When we get back, we get to the point of the right of the 
people to make a constitution. Kansas was settled, for ex- 
ample, in 1854. It was a territory yet, without having 
foi-med a constitution, in a very regular way, for three years. 
All this time negro slavery could be taken in by any few in- 
dividuals, and by that dcciaon of the Supreme Court, which 
the Judge approves, all the rest of the people canot keep it 
out; but when they come to make a constitution, thoy may 
Piiy ihey will not have slavery, Bui it is there ; (hey are 
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obliged to tolerate it some way, and all experience shows it 
will lie so— for they will not tiike the ncjrro slaves and ah=o- 
lulely depi-ive the owners of them. All experience fhoiva 
this to be so. All that space of time that runs fi-om the begin- 
nmg of the settlement oftlie territory, nntti there is sufficiency 
of people to make a State constitution— all that portion of 
time— popular sovereignty is given up. Theseal ia'fihsolulelv 
put down upon it by the court decision, and Judge Dounhs 
puta his own upon the fop of that, yet he is appealin-r to "the 
people to give him vast credit for his devotion to popular sov- 
ereignty. 

Again, when we get to the question of the right of the 
people to form a State constitution as they please, °to form it 
with slavery or without slavery — if that is anything new I 
confess I don't know it. Has there ever been a time when 
anybody said that any other than the people of a territory 
itself should form a constitution ? What is now in it that 
Judge Douglas should have fought several years of his life, 
and pledge himself to light all the remaining years of his life, 
for ? Can Judge Douglas find anybody on eai-lh that said 
that anybody else should form a constitution for a people 1 
fA voice— "Yes,"] Well, I should like you to name him; I 
shouhi like to know who he ivas, [Same voice " John c'al- 

Mr. Lincoln— No, sir, I never heard of even John Calhoun 
saying such a thing. He insisted on the same principle as 
Judge Douglas; but his mode of applying it, in fact, was 
wrong. It is enough for my purpose to ask this crowd, when- 
ever a Kepublican said anything against itl They never said 
anything against it, but Ihey have constantly spoken for it ; 
and whosoever will undertake to examine the platform, and 
the speeches of responsible men of the pai-ty, and of irre- 
sponsible men, too, if you please, will be unable to find one 
word from anybody in the Kepublican ranks, opposed to that 
popular sovereignty which Judge Douglas thinks that lie has 
invented. I suppose that Judge Douglas will claim, in a 
little while, that he is the inventor of the idea that the peo- 
ple should govern themselves ; that nobody ever thought of 
such a thing until he brought it forward. We do not remcm- 
ber, that in that old Deckrafion of Independence, it is said 
that " Wo hold these trutlis to be sell-evident, that aU men 
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are ereatei] equal ; that they are endowed hy their Creator 
with certain inalienable rights ; that among these are life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness ; that to secure these 
rights, govemmeDta are instituted among men, deriving t.heir 
just powers from the consent of the governed." There is the 
origin of popular aovereigpty. Who then, shall come in at 
this day and claim that he invented it? 
^ The Lecorapton constitution connects itself with this qnes- 
tion, for it is in this matter of the Lecompton constitution 
that our friend Judge Douglas cUiims such vast credit. I 
agree that, in opposing the Lecoropfon constitution, so far as 
I can perceive, he was right I do not deny ihat at all; and, 
gentlemen, you will readily see why I could not deny it, even 
if r wanted to. But I do not wish to ; for all the Republi- 
cans in the nation opposed it, and they would have opposed it 
just as much without Judge Douglas' aid as with it. They 
had all taken ground against it long before he did. Why, tlio 
renson that he urges against that constitution, I ui'ged against 
him a year before. I have the printed speech in my hand. 
The argument that he mates, why that constitution should 
not be adopted, that the people were not fairly represented 
nor allowed to vote, I pointed out in a speech a year ago, 
which I hold in my hand now, that no fair chance was to °bo 
given to the people. [" Read it," "Read it."] I shaU not 
waste your lime by trying to read it. ["Read it," "Read it."] 
. GJeutlomen, reading from speeches is a very tedious business, 
particularly for an old man Ihat has to put on spectacies, and 
more so if the man be so tall that he has to bend over to tJie 
light. _ 

A little more, now, as to this matter of popular sovereign- 
ty, and the Lecompton constitution. The Lecompton con- 
stitution, as the Judge tells us, was defeated. Tlie defeat of 
it n-as a good thing or it was not. He thinks the defeat of it 
was a good thing, and so do I, and we agree in that. Who 
defeated it? 

A' voice — "Judge Douglas." 

Mr. Lincoln — Yes, he fumislied himself, and if you suppose 
he controlled the other Democrats that went with him, he 
furnished three votes, while the Republicans furnished tieent^. 

That is what he did to defeat it. In the House of Eepre- 
senlalives he and his friends furnished some twenty votes, and 
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the Eepublicana furnishea nimty odd. Now who was it tliat 

A voioG — " Douglas." 
^^_ Mr. Lincoln— Why, j-es, DoLigla-s did it! To be bui-r he 

Let us, liowever, put fliat proportion anolhor wa<-. Tho 
Kepubhcans conld not have done it withoat Judge i)o„ela..' 
Could he have done it without them? "Which could have 
come the nearest to doing it without the other' 

A voice—" Who killed the bill?" 

Another vot(^e — " Douglas." 

icaris long before Doogla, dU il. The propoMio,, of opno.i- 
lion to that memiore is .boot «v. to one. " 

Avoioe_"Whydon'ttl , m out on ill" 

mt^fiirl f *,l" !»' JO" -"Liking .boot, 

mjfiie„,l lam, , „„„ , answer a,,, g.iitl.ma,, i, 
ll.o crowd „l,o „lM a lUj , „i„n. ' '' 
frie^T ?'?' f °'l, " , "' 7 ' - "cr fonnd any of onr 

acted npon In, mam <,u t b t l,a. ever honght of nltor- 
ing a word ,n bebalf oi Jndge Irnnibnll i 
A voice — " We bave." 

pajed ,n a Democratic ia«eting_I take it npon tnv.elf to 
«y any man to stow a printed rosolotion of a Deiioc -at ° 
me.t,„g large o,- email, in favor of J„dg. Tmnrbnll, or .1 of 
Ibe «v. to one E.pnblieans who bmt that bill. Evcrvlbin. 
no, be for the Detnocrale. They did cver,thin"S 1» 
bev So n"„,"" "f '•''"' 1'" "" "■'"'!• "»/»»l. ove laM 
ipllLtec^oTtblrr- "»' "»''"" " «•'"" 

b,™f T.T' ' "f" "'" ^ ''"° '•'"»»'' '«Ii»»^ I leave tl.i. 
blanch of the subject to take hold of another. I take m 

iuenE't!'';'"'"""'"^' "•«" '» -l™l.'»»P=S„,°J 

Judge Douglas ma<le two points upon my recent speech at 

p.ngm Xhe Bret one of these points h. bases upon the bin 
gnageinaspeecb which I delivered at Sp.Sgfi^k rf ; "i 
bebev. I can quote correctly from memoiy."^ I f.id th„ iJai 
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" we ai-e now far into the fiflh year since a policy was ijiati- 
tuted for the avowed object, and with the confident promise, 
of putting an end to the slavery agitation ; under the opera- 
tion of that policy, that ngttation had only not ceased, but 
had constantly augmented." " I believe it will not cease unlil 
a crisis shall Lave been reached and passed. 'A Louse divi- 
ded against itself cannot stand.' I believe this government 
cannot endure permanently half slave and half free." " I do 
not expect the Union to be dissolved"— I am quoting from 
my speech — " I do not expect the house to full, but I do ex- 
pect it will ceasQ to be divided. It will become all one thing 
or the other. Either the opponents of slavery will arrest tie 
spread of it, and place it where the public mind shall rest, in 
the belief that it is in the course of ultimate extinction, or its 
advocates will push it forward until it shall become alike law- 
ful in all the States, North aa well as South." 

What is the paragraph? In this paragraph, which I have 
quoted in your hearing, and to which I ask tlie attention of 
all, Judge Douglas thinks he discovers great political heresy, 
I want your attention particularly to what he has infen-ed 
from it. He says I am in favor of making all the Slates of 
this Union- uniform in all their interaal regulations ; that in 
all their domestic concerns I am in favor of making them en- 
tirely uniform. He draws this inference from the language I 
have quof«d to you. He says that I am in favor of making 
war by the North upon the South, for the extinction of sla- 
very ; that I am also in favor of inviting (as he expresses it) 
the South to a war upon the North, for the purpose of na- 
tionalizing slavery. Now, Id is singular enough, if you will 
carefully read that passage over, that I did not say that I was 
in favor of anything in it. I only said what I expected 
would take place. I made a prediction only — it may have 
been a foolish one, perhaps. I did not even say that I desired 
that slavery should be put in course of ultimate extinction. I 
do say so now, however, so there need be no longer any diffi- 
culty about that. It may be written down in the great 
speech. 

Gentlemen, Judge Douglas informed you that this speech 
of mine was probably carefully prepared. I admit that it 
WHS. I ara not master of language ; I have not a fine eduoa.- 
tion I I am not capable of entering into a disquisition upon 
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jMect,c^a,Ib,Iiev.youcaIl it, tat I do ,ot believe ths 
Douglas put, ,,po„ u But I don't care .bo,, a quibbl T„ 
regard to.ords I k„o„ „hal I meant, and I will not leaie 
meant m the use of that paragraph. ^ 

I am not iii the fli^t place, unaware that this goternmenl 
kr.w"tt7l''"^;'r J""' '»"■■'"• ■"«' iSfft". I 
oHho ooim.rJ "".'•if "J- '•" .cquainted with the M,,o,y 
01 Iheoonntrj, and I know that it has endured ei-ljivtwo 
year, h.lf dave and half free. I fcfa^.ad It g whM I 

Snt Si",;"?,-'" "'•"-"''-■• ■' '■' """"'J. kecaus. 
Ou™g nil hat time, imtd lh« introduction of the Nebrailta 

f liiverjr was m course of ultimate extinction. J'hat was what 

S'oVira'" 7! *," "•, i'' "■'"^■' "»' P"rf oTcighty! 

OH Vi. S t",™'' ", "J" «''»>ili»ii"l-I have been an 
Old Line -Wh,g-I h.ve alw.,. lialrf it, hot I ha,, alwim 

was .gamst it, and thai it wa, in con™ „. „l,in,„te ,iti„„{ 
ton. [Pouting to Mr. Browning, who .tod near' bv 1 

£T. Sel^S ■"■ "■" "'";' ""• °' "" "•'»» >>"- "i^ 

m the boiler that slai eiy wa. in course of ollimato extinction 
They had reason so to believe. extinction. 

led^iie ™o''f'°,° tf' C»»"i'"'i»n "-"l i» attendant hi.tor, 
ed the people to beliov. .o , and that such was the belief of 

.bout he time of the adoption of the Conslitntion, decr.i 
Unit slavery ihould not go into th. n.w territory, ih«, it 
h Id not already gone • Why declare that within Iwmty «a™ 
the Afnoan slave-trade, by which slaves are sonnlied mi °h^ 
be cut off by Congress! 'why were .11 these aa, II S 
e umerate more of these acts— bnt enough. What were they 
but a clear indication that the fr.mers of the Constitution in- 
lnd.d..d expected the nl.ini.te extinction of .Lt iZita- 
I J tT , "**"' ^ ^ ^"y- "^ ^ i^iid in my sneeeh that 
Judge Dougks ha, quoted from, when I say tli ftWnli the 
opponent, oi ai.very will ,„i,t the further V.d of S,!nd 
lii.ice II where the public mind shall test wiih the belief Ihit 
8 



,> Google 



170 LIFE AND BPEECnES OF 

it is in course of uitimate extinction, I only mean to say, that 
they will place it where the founUei-s of this government oii"!- 
Dally placed it. 

I have said a hundred times, and I have now no inclina- 
tion to tate it back, that I believe there is no right, and ought to 
be no inclination in the people of the free Slates lo enter into 
the slave States, and interfere -with the question of shivery at 
all. 1 have said that always ; Judge Douglas has heard me 
say it — if not quite a hundred times, at least as good aa a 
hundred times ; and when it is said that I am in favor of in- 
terfering with slavery where it esisfs, I linow it is unwar- 
ranted by anything I have ever intended, and, as I believe, by 
anything 1 have ever said. If, by any means, I have ever 
used language which could fairly be so construed (as, how- 
ever, I believe I never have), I now correct it. 

So much, then, for the inference that Judge Douglas draws, 
tliat I am in favor of setting the sections at war with one 
another. I know that I never meant any such thing, and I 
believe that no fair mind can infer any such thing from any- 
thing I have ever said. 

Now in relation to his inference that I am in favor of a 
general consolidation of all the local institutions of the vaiious 
States._ I will attend to that for a little while, and try to in- 
quire, if I can, how on earth it could be that any maa could 
draw such an inference ftom anything I said. I have said, 
very many times, in Judge Douglas's hearing, that no man 
believed more tljan I in ihe principal of self-government; that 
it lies at the bottom of all my ideas of just government, from 
beginning to end. I have denied that his use of that terra 
applies properly. But for the thing iiaeif, I deny that any 
man has ever gone ahead of me in his devotion to tbe princi- 
ple, whatever he may have done in efficiency in advocating it. 
I think that I have said it in your hearing — that 1 believe 
each individual is naturally entitled to do as he pleases with 
himself and the fruit of his labor, so far as it in no wise in- 
terferes with any other man's rights — that each community, 
as a State, has a right to do exactly as it pleases with all the 
eoncerna withm that State that interferes with the right of no 
other State, and that the general government, upon princi- 
ple, has no right to interfere with anything other thai that 
general class of things that does concern llic whole. I have 
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said that at all times. I have said, as illustrations, that I do 
not believe in the right of Illinois to inlerfere with the cran- 
berry laws of Indiana, the oyster laws of Vircinia, or the 
liquor laws of Maine. I have said these things over and over 
again, and I repeat them here as my sentiments. 

How is it, then, that Judge Douglas infers, because I hope 
to see slavery put where the public mind shall rest in the te- 
Iief that It IS m the course of ultimate extinction, that I am 
in iavor of lUinoia going over and interfering with the cran- 
berry laws of Indiana ! What can authorize him to draw- 
any such inference ? I suppose there might be one thing that 
at least enabled kirn to draw such an inference that would not 
be true with me or many others, that is, because he looks upon 
all this matter of slavery as an exceedingly little thing— this 
matter of keeping one sixth of the population of the whole 
natioa in a state of oppression and tyranny unequalled in the 
world. He looks upon it as being an exceedingly little thing 
—only equal to the question of the cranberry laws of Indi- 
ana—as something having no moral question in it— as some- 
tliing on a par with the question of whether a man shall pas- 
ture his land with cattle, or plant it with tobacco— so little 
fuid so small a thing, that he concludes, if I could desire that 
It anything should be done to bring about the ultimate ex- 
tinction of that little thing, I must be in favor of bringing about 
an anialgamation of all the other little things in the Union. 
JNow, It so happens— and there, I presume, is the foundation 
of this mistake— that the Judge tJiinka thus ; and it so hap- 
pens that there is a vast portion of the American people that 
do w( look upon that matter as being this very little thing. 
Ihey look upon it as a vast moral evil; they can prove 
It aa such by the writings of those who gave us the blessings 
ot liberty which we enjoy, and that Ihey so looked upon it, 
and not as an evil merely confining Itself to the States where 
It IS situated ; and while we agree that, by the Constitution 
we assented to. In the States where it exists we have no 
right to interfere with it, because it is in the Constitution ; 
and we are by both duty and inclination to stick by that Con- 
stitution, in all its letter and spirit, from beginning to end. 

bo much then sa to my disposition— my wish—to have all 
the State Legislatures blotted out, and to have one consoli- 
dated government, and a uniformity of domestic regulations in 
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all the States, by which I suppose it ia meant, if we raise 
com here, we must make sugar-patie grow here too, aad we 
must make those whicli grow North grow in the South. All 
this, I suppose, he underataudslam in favor of doing. Now, 
■ so much for all this nonsense — for I must call it so. The 
Judge can have no issue with me on a question of establish- 
ing uniformity id the domestic regiilations of the States. 

A little now on Ihe other point — the Dred Scott decision. 
Another of the issues, he says, that is to be made with me, is 
upon his devotion to the Dred Scott decision, and my opposi- 
tion to it. 

I have expressed, heretofore, and I now repeat, my opposi- 
tion to the JDred Scott decision, hut I should he allowed to 
state the nature of that opposition, and I ask your indulgence 
while I do so. What is fairly implied by the term Judge 
Douglas has used, " resistance to the decision V I do not re- 
sist it. If I wanted to take Dred Scott from his maslei-, I 
would be interfering with property, and that terrible difficulty 
tliat Judge Douglas spealts of, of interfering with property 
would arise. But I &m doing no such thing as that, but alt tliat 
I am doing is refusing to obey it as a political rule. If I 
were in Congi-ess, and a vote should eome up on a question 
whether slavery should be prohibited in a new tenitoiy, in 
spite of the Dred Scott decision, I would vote that it should. 

That is what I would do. Judge Douglas said, last 
night, that before the decision he might advance his opinion, 
and it might be contrary to the decision when it was made ; 
but after it was made he would abide by it until it was 
reversed. Just so! We let this property abide by the de- 
cision, but we will tiy to reverse that decision. We will 
try to put it where Judge Douglas would not object, for he 
says he will obey it until it is reversed. Somebody has to re- 
verse that decision, since it is made, and we mean to reverse 
it, and we mean to do it peaceably. 

What are (he uses of decisions of courts? They have two 
uses. As rules of property they have two uses. First— they 
decide upon the question before the court ihej denlein 
this ease that Dred Scott is a slave. Kobody le lats that 
Kot only that, but they say to everybody elte that pei-aons 
standing just as Dred Scott stands, is as he i Thit i they 
say that when a question comes up upon anotl ii pei oi it 
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wil! be so decided again, tinless the cowrt decides in anolher 
way, unless the court overiules its decision. Well, we mean 
to do wliat we can to have the court decide the other way. 
Tliat is one thing wc moan to try to do. 

The sacredness that Judge Douglas throws around tliis de- 
cision, is a degree of sacrednesa that has never been Jjefoi'C 
tlirown around any other decision. I have never heard of 
such a thing. Why, decisions apparently contrary to that 
decision, or that good lawyers thought were contrary to that 
decision, have been made by tLat very court hefore. It is 
the first of its kind ; it is an a.^tonisher in legal history.. It 
is a new wonder of the world. It is based upon falsehood in 
the main as to the facts — allegations of facta upon which it 
stands are not facts at all in many instances, and no decision 
made on any question — the first instance of a decision made 
under so manj- unfavorable circumstances ; thus placed, has ever 
been held by the profession as law, and it has always needed 
confirmation before the lawyers regarded it as settled law. 
But Judge Douglas will have it that all hands must take tbia 
extraordinary decision, made under these extraordinary cir- 
cumstances, and give their vote in Congress in accordance with 
it, yield lo it, and obey it in every possible sense. Circum- 
stances alter cases. Do not gentlemen here remember the 
case of that same Supreme Court, some twenty-five or thirty 
years ago, deciding that a National Bank was constitutional 1 
I ask, if somebody does not remember that a National Bank 
was declared to be constitulional ? Snch is the truth, whether 
it be remembered or not. The bank charter ran out, and a 
reebarter was granted by Congress. That recharter was laid 
before Geueraljackson. It was urged upon him, when he 
denied the constitutionality of the bank, that the Supreme 
Court had decided that it was constitutional ; and that General 
Jackson then said that the Supreme Court had no right to lay 
down a rule to govern a co-ordinate branch of the Govern- 
ment, the members of which had sworn to support the Con- 
stitution — that each meml>er had sworn to support that Con- 
stitution as he understood il. I will venture here to say, that 
I have heard Judge Douglas say that he approved of General 
Jackson for that act. What has now become of all his tirade 
about " resistance to the Supreme Court V 

My fellow- citizens, getting back a little, for 1 pass from 



...CjOOgIc 



174 LIFE AND SPEECHES OF 

these points, when Judge Douglas makes his threat of anni- 
hilalion upon the " alliance," he is cautious to say that that 
warfare of his is fo fall upon the leaders of the Eepublifan 
party. Almost every word he utters, and every distinction ha 
makes, haft its gignificance. He means for the Republicans, 
who do not count themselves as leaders, to be his friends ; he 
makes no fuss over them ; it is the leaders that he in making 
war upon. He wants it understood that the mass of the K«- 
publican party are really his friends. It is only the leaders 
that are doing something, that are intolerant, and that require 
extermination at his hands. As this is cleaily and unquestion- 
ably the light in which he presents that matter, I want to ask 
your attention, addressing myself to the Eepublicans here, that 
I may ask you some questions, as to where you, as the He- 
publican party, would be placed if you sustained Judge Doug- 
las in hJB present position by a re-election? I do not claim, 
gentlemen, to he unselfish; I do not protend that I would not 
like to go the United Stales Senate, I make no such hj-pocrili- 
cal pretence, but I do say to you that in this mighty issue, it is 
nothing to you — nothing to the mass of the people of the 
nation — whether or not Judge Douglas or myself shall ever he 
heard of after this night ; it may be a trifle to either of us, but 
in connection with this mighty question, upon which hanga 
the destinies of the nation, perhaps, it is absolutely noth- 
ing; but where will you be placed if you re-endoi-se Judgo 
Doughist Don't you know how apt he is — how exceedingly 
anxious he is at all times to seize upon anything and every- 
thing to persuade you that something Ae has done gm did 
yourselves? Why, he tried to persuade you last that night our 
Illinois Legislature instructed him to introduce the Kebraska 
bill. There was nobody in that Legislature ever thought of 
such thing ; and when he first introdnced the hill, he never 
thought of it ! but still he fights furiously for the proposition, 
and Ihat he did it because there was a standing instruction to 
our Senators to be always introducing Nebraska bills. He tells 
you he is for the Cincinnati platform, he tells you he is for the 
Dred Scott decision. He tells you, not in his speech last 
night, but subsianlially in a former speech, that he cares not 
if slavery is voted up or down — he tells you the struggle on. 
Lecomplon is past— il may come up again or not, and if it 
does ho stands where ho stood when, in spite of him and his 
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opposition, you built up the Kepublican party. If you endorse 
liim, you tell him you do not care whether slavery be voted up 
or down, and he will close, or try to close your mouths with 
his declaration, repeated by the day, the week, the month, and 
the year. Is, that what you meant [Cries of " no," one 
voice, "yes."] Yes, I have no doubt you have always been 
for him, if you mean that. No doubt of that, soberly I have 
said, and I repeat it. I tliink, in the position in which Judge 
Douglas stood in opposing the Leeompton Constitution, he was 
right ; he does not know that it will return, but if it does we 
may know where to find him, and if it does not we may know 
where to look for him, and that is on the Cincinnati platform. 
Now, I could ask the Eepublican party, after all the hard 
names that Judge Douglas has called them by — all his repeat- 
<1 h f Ih '1 ation to marry with and hug negroes 

— If h d I t f Black Republicanism — by the way, 

mp g th black has got rubbed off — but with alt 
h t f h b d d by Eepublican votes, where do you 
d II ly y land ready saddled, bridled, and har- 
d 1 w gib driven over to the slavery extension 
camp f h t — } t ready to be driven over, tied togeth- 
1 t — t b d over, every man with a rope around 

h k th t halt be ng held by Judge Douglas. That is 

1 q t If Ee[ blican men have been in earnest in 

wl 1 y h 1 I hink they had better not do it ; but I 
hkhttl Rpll can party is made up of those who, as 
f thy p e,bly will oppose the extension of slavery, 
d h w 11 h pe f t uitimateextinction. If they believe 
w gr P p the new lands of the continent, and 

k p g hm f m tl ettlcment of fi-ee white laborers, who 
t 1 1 d bn g p their families upon ; if they are in 
e. t 1th h h y ay make a mistake, they will grow 
tie. d h t m w 11 coms when they will come back 
ga d <Ta f not by the same name, at least upon 

il sam p pi ll ir party now has. It is better, then, 

to save the work while it is begun. You have done the la- 
bor ; maintain it — keep it. If men choose to serve you, go 
with them ; but as you have made up your organization upon 
principle, stand by it ; for, as surely as God reigns over you, 
and has inspired jour mind, and given you a sense of propriety, 
and continues to give you hope, so surely will you still cling to 
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tliese ideas, and yoii will at last come back again after your 
wanderings, merely to do your worii over again. 

We were often — more tiian once at leust— in tlie course of 
Judge Douglas's speech last night, reminded that this govern- 
ment wae made for white men— that he believed it was maile 
for white men. Well, that is putting it into a shape in which 
no one wants to deny it ; but the Judge then goes into his 
passion for drawing inferences that are not warranted. I 
protest, now and forever, against that counterfeit logic which 
presumes that because I did not want a negro woman for a 
slave, I do necessarily want her for a wife. My understand- 
ing is that I need not have her for either, but, as God made 
us separate, we can leave one another alone, and do one an- 
otiier much good thereby. There are white men enough to 
marry all the white women, and enough black men to many 
all (lie black women, and in God's name let them be so mar- 
ried. The Judge r^alee us with the terrible enormities that 
late place by the mixture of races; that the inferior race 
bearsthe superior down. Why, Judge, if we do not let them 
get together in the tenitories they won't mix there. 

A voice — "Three cheers for Lincoln.'' (The cheers were 
given with a heai-ty good will.) 

Mr. Lincoln— I should say at least that that is a self-evi- 
dent truth. 

Now, it happens that we meet together once every year, 
sometimes about the 4th of July, for some reason or other! 
These 4th of July gatherings I suppose have their uses. If jou 
will indulge me, I will state what I suppose to be some of them. 
We are now a m^hty nation ; we are thirty, or about 
thirty millions of people, and we own and inhabit about one 
fifteenth part of the dry land of the whole earth. We run 
our memoTf back over the pages of history for about eighty- 
two years, and we discover that we were then a veiy small 
people in pouit of numbers, vastly inferior to what we are 
now, wUh a vastly less extent of country, with vastly less of 
everything we deem desirable among men— we look upon the 
change as exceedingly advantageous lo ua and to our pos- 
terity, and we fix upon something that happened away back, 
as in some way or other being connected with this rise of 
prosperity. We ficid a race of men living in that day whom 
we claim as our fathers and grandfathers ; they were iron 
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men ; they fought for the principle that they were contending 
or ; and we understood that by wliat they then did it Jias fol- 
lowed that the degree of prosperity which we now enjoy has 
come to us. We hold this annual celebration to remind our- 
selves of aU the good done in this process of time, of liow it 
was done and who did it, and how we are liistorically con- 
nected with it ; and we go from these meetings in better hu- 
mor with ourselves— we feel more attaclied the one to the 
other, and more firmly bound to the country we inhabit In 
eveiy way we are better men in the age, and race, and coun- 
try in whicli we live, for these celebrations, liut after we 
have done aJl this we have not yet reached the whole. Thei'o 
18 something else connected with it. We have besides these, 
men— descended by blood fram our ancestors^amonc u.^ per- 
haps half our people, who are not descendants at aU'of these 
men ; they are men wlio have come from Europe— German, 
Irish, French, and Scandinavian— men tliat have come from 
Ji-urope tliemselves, or whose ancestors have come hither and 
settled here, finding themselves our equals in all thin-rs. If 
they look back through this history to trace their connection 
with those days by blood, they find they have none, they can- 
not carry themselves back into that glorious epoch and make 
themselves feel that they are part of us, but when they look 
through that old 'Declaration of Independence, they find that 
those old men say that " We hold these truths to be self-evi- 
dent, that all men are created equal," and then they feel that 
that moral sentiment taught in that day evidences their rela- 
tion to those men, that it is the fatiier of all moral principle 
m them, and that they have a right to claim it as though they 
were blood of the blood, an 1 fie'*h of the fleJi, of the men who 
wrote that Declaration, and so they ate Th^t is the electric 
cord in that Declaration that I nks the heirts of patriotic and 
Iiberfy-Ioving men togetjiir that mil Ijnk those patriotic 
hearts aa long aa the love of freedom exists in the minds of 
men throughout the world. 

Now, sirs, for tlie purpose of squAimg thinsr- with this idea 
ot don t care if slavery is voted up oi voted down ' for sus- 
taining the Dred Scott decision, for holding tSiit the Declara- 
tion of Independence did not mean anything at all we have 
Jud^-e Dougbis giving his exposition of what the Declaration 
of Independi .ice means, an 1 we Hi bin ui that tl ; 
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people of America are equal to the people of England. Ac- 
cording to his construction, you Germans are not connected 
with it. Now I ask you in all soberness, if all these things, 
if indulged in, if ratified, if confirmed and endorsed, if taugiit 
to our children, and repeated to them, do not fend to rub out 
the sentiment of liberty in the countiy, and to transform this 
government into a government of some other form? Those 
arguments that sxe made, that the inferior race are to be treated 
with as much allowance aa they are capable of enjoying ; that 
as much is to be done for them as their condition will allow. 
What are these arguments? They are the arguments that 
kings have made for enslaving the people in all ages of the 
woi'ld. You will find that all the ai^uments in favor of king- 
craft were of this class ; they always bestrode the necks of 
the people, not that they wanted to do it, but because the peo- 
ple were better off for -being ridden. That is their oigument, 
and this argument of the Judge is the same old serpent that 
says you work and I eat, yOu toil and I will enjoy the fruits 
of it. Turn in whatever way you will — whether it come 
from the mouth of a king, an excuse for enslaving the people 
of his country, or from the mouth of men of one race as a 
reason for enslaving the men of another race, it is all thesame 
old serpent, and I hold if that course of argumentation that 
is made for the purpose of convincing the public mind that 
we should not care about this, should be granted, it does not 
stop with the negro. I should like to know if, taking the old 
Declaration of Independence, which declares ihat all men are 
equal upon principle, and making exceptions to it, where will 
it, stop 1 If one man says it does not mean a negro, why not 
another say it does not mean some other man ? If that 
declaration is not the truth, let us get the statute book in 
which we find it, and tear it out. Who is ho bold as to do it f 
If it is not true, let us tear it out! (Cries of "No, no!") Let 
us stick to it then, let us stand firmly by it then. 

It may be argued that there are certain condiiions Ihat 
make necessities and impose them upon us, and to the extent 
thata necessity is imposed upon a man, he must submit to it. 
I think that was the condition in which we found ourselves 
when we established this government We had slavery 
among us, we could not get our Constitution unless we per- 
mitted them to remain in slavery, we cotild not secure the 
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good we did secure if we grasped for more, and haviiiff by 
necessitj- submitted to that much, it does not destroy tlie prin- 
ciple that 13 the charter of our liberties. Let that chiirter 
stand as our standard. 

My friend has said to mo that I am a poo<> hand (o ouofe 
hcnpture. I will try it again, however. It is said in on- „f 
the admonitions of our Lord, " As your Father in Heaven is 
perfect, be ye also perfect." The Savior, I suppose, did not 
expect that any human creature could be perfect as the Fa- 
ther m Heaven ; but He said, " As your Father in Heaven is 
perfect, be ye also perfect" Ha set that up as a standard, ■ 
and he who did most toward reaching that standard, attained 
the highest d^reo of moral perfection. So I say, ia relation 
to the pnnciple that all men are created equal, let it be as 
nearly reached as we caa. If we cannot give fieedom lo 
every crealure, let us do nothing that will impose shvcry upon 
any other creatoi-e. Let us then turn this f,oveinment back 
mto the channel m which the framersof the Co«titiit,on oi.- 
uially placed it. Let us stand flmily by each other If we 
do not do so we are turning In the contrary duection that our 
tnend Judge Douglas proposes— not intentionally— is work- 
ing in tbo traces tends to make this one universal sJave nation. 
He is one that runs in that direction, and as such I resist 

My friends, I have detained you about as lone as I desired 
to do, and I have only to say, let us discard all this quibblin" 
about this man and the other man— this race and *at race and 
tlie other race bemg inferior, and thei-eforo they must be placed 
in an inferior position— disced ing our standard that we have 
left us. Let us discard all these things, and unite as one peo- 
ple throughout this land, until we ehaJl once more stand up 
declaring that all men are created equal. 

My fi-ionds, I could not, without launching off upon some 
new topic, which would detain you too long, continue to- 
night. I thank you for this most extensive audience that 
you liavo furnished mo to-night. I leave you, hoping thnt the 
lamp of liberty will burn Jn your bosoms until thera shall no 
longer be a doubt that all men are created free and equal, 
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SPEECH OF MR. LINOOLH, 

Deliveked in Sprikgfield, Salwday evening, July 11,1^08. 
{Mr. JJouglas was not present.) 

Fellow-citizens: Another election, which is deemed an 
important one, is approaching, and, aa I suppose, the Eepub- 
liciins will, without much diiliculty, elect their State ticket. 
But in regard to the Legislature, we, the Republicans, labor 
under some disadvantages. In the first place, we have a Legis- 
lature to eleet upon an apportionment of the repi-esentation 
made several years ago, when the proportion of the popula- 
tion was far greater in the South (as compared with the North) 
than it now is; and inasmuch as our opponents hold almost 
entire sway in the South, and we a correspondingly large maj- 
ority in the North, the fact that we are now to be represented 
aa we were years ago, when the population was difterent, is, 
to US, a very great disadvantage. We had in the year 1855, 
according to law, a census or enumeration of the inhabitants 
taken for tbo pui-pose of a new apportionment of representa- 
tion. We know what a fair apportionment of representation 
upon that census would give us. We know that it could not, 
if fairly made, fail to give the Eepublican party from sis to 
ten mora members of the Legislature than they can probably 
get as the law now stands. It so happened at the last session 
of the Legialatune, that our opponents, holding the control of 
both branches of the Legislature, steadily refused lo give us 
such an apportionment as we were rightly entitled to have 
upon the ceiwus already taken. The Legislature steadily refused 
to give us such an apportionment as we were rightfully enti- 
tled to have upon the census taken of the population of tlie 
State. The Legislature would pass no bill upon that subject, 
except such as was at least as unfair to us as the old one, and 
in which, in some instances, two men jn the Demotj'atic 
regions were allowed to go as far toward sending a member 
to the Legislatuoe as three were in the Hepublican regions. 
Comparison wq,s made at the lime as to representative and 
senatorial districts, whjch completely demonstrated that such 
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was the fact. Such a bill was passed and tendered to tlie 
Republican Goveraoi- for his signature ; but principally for' 
the reasons I have stated, he withheld his approval, and the 
bill fell without becoming a law. 

Anotlier disadvantage under which we labor i?, tliat there 
are one or two Deniocrafic Senators who will be meniborB of 
(he next Legislature, and will vote for the election of Senator, 
who are holding over in districts in which we could, on all 
reasonable calculation, elect men of our own, if we only hiid 
the chance of an election. When we consider that there are 
but twenty-five Senators in the Senate, taking two from the 
side where they rightfully belong and adding them to the 
other, is to us a disadvantage not to be liglitiy regarded. Still, 
so it is ; we have this to contend with. Perhaps there is no 
ground of complaint on our part. In attending to the many 
things involved in the last general election for Pi-esident, Gov- 
ernor, Auditor, Treasurer, Superintendent of Public Instruction, 
Members of Congress, of the Lsgislature, County Officers, and 
so on, we allowed these things to happen by want of Buffleienl 
attention, and we have no c^use to comphiin of our adver- 
saries, so far 33 this matter is concerned. But we have some 
cause to complain of the refusal to give us a fair apportion- 
There is still another disadvantage under which wo labor, 
and to which I will ask your attention. It arises out of the i-e!a- 
tive positions of the two persons who sUnd before the State as 
candidates for the Senate. Senator Douglas is of world-wide 
renown. All the anxious politicians of his party, or who have 
been of his party for yeai's past, have been looking upon him as 
certainly, at no distant day, to be the President of the United 
States. They have seen in his round, jolly, fruitful face, 
post offices, land-offices, marshalships, and cabinet appoint- 
ments, chargeahips, and foreign missions, bursting and sprout- 
ingout in wonderful exuberance, ready to be laid hold of by 
their greedy hands. And as they have been gazing upon this 
attractive picture so loag, they cannot, in the little distraction 
that has taken place in the party, bring themselves to give up 
the charming hope; but with greedier anxiety they rush 
about him, sustain him, and give him marches, triumphal en- 
tries, and receptions beyond what, even in the days of his 
highest prosperity, they could have brought about in his 
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favor. On the coiitraiy, nobody has ever expected me to be 
President. In my poor, lean, lank face, nobody has ever seen 
that any cabbages were sprouting out. These are disadvan- 
tages, all taken together, that the Eepublicans labor under. 
We have to flght this battle upon principle, and upon principle 
alone. I am, in a certain sense, made the standard-bearer in be 
half of the Eepublinans- I was made so merely because Ihore 
had to be some one so placed — I being in nowise prefemble 
to any other one of the twenty-five — perhaps a hundred we 
have in the Eepublican ranks. Then I say I wish it to be dis- 
tinctly understood and home in mind that ws have to fic-ht 
this battle without many — perhaps without any — of the 
external aids which are brought to bear against us. So I hope 
those with whom I am surrounded have principle enough to 
nerve themselves for the task, and leave nothing undone, that 
can be fairly done, to bring about the right result. 

After Senator Douglas left Washington, as his movements 
were made known by public prints, he tarried a considerable 
time in the city of New-York ; and it was heralded that, like 
another Napoleon, he was lying by and framing the plan of 
his campaign. It was telegraphed to Washington City, and 
published in the Unim, that he was framing his plan for the 
purpose of going to Illinois to pounce upon and annihilate the 
treasonable and disunion speech which Lincoln had made hei-e 
on the 16th of June. Now, I do suppose that the Judge really 
spent some time in New-York maturing the plan of the campai"n, 
as his friends heralded for him. I have been able, by noting 
his movements since his arrival in Illinoi-s, to discover evi 
dences confirmatory of that allegation. I think I have been 
able to see what are the material points of that plan. I will, 
for a little while, ask your attention to some of them. What 
I shall point out, though not showing the whole plan, are, 
nevertheless, the main points, as I suppose. 

They are not very numerous. Tlie first is popular sover- 
eignty. The second and third are attacks upon my speech 
made on thelGth of June. Out of these three points — draw- 
ing within therange of popular sovereignty the question of the 
Lecompton constitution — he makes his principal assault. 
Upon these his successive speeches are substantially one and 
the same. On this matter of popular sovereignty I wish to 
bo a httlc careful. Auxiliary to these main points, to be sure, 
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music, 



•re thBir ihundaiiiBi of c.nnon, Iheir marcliini 
Jij, Thej.re bM Ihe littlo Ir.ppmj;, „f ihe cam- 

Coming to Ih, ■nbstsnce-lh. first poiiil-popul.r soverei.nty. 
It oto be Ubeled upon the c.r, in which h. trml. , p„t m„„ 
the h«ck. he r.dc, ,„ , to b« flaunted upon the arches h. p.Ls 
under, and the banners which wave over him. It i, to be dished 
up in as manjvanel.es as a French cooii can produce soups 
from potatoes. Now, as this i. so gr«,t a staple of the plin 
of the campaign, ,1 „ worth while to examine it carefully , ai,d 
It we eiamine only a very little, and do not allow ourselve. to 
be tntsled, w. shall be able to see th.t,th. whole thing is the 
mo,t arrant Quiiotism that wa. ever enacted before I com- 
munity. What IS the matter of popular sovereignty » The 
first thing, ,„ order to understand it, i, to get a good deflnition 
of what It B, and after that to .ee how it is applied 

X Buppose almost every one luows that, in this controversy 
whatever has been said has had reference to th. question if 
neg^o . ayery. We have not been in a controveny about the 
right 01 the people to govern themselves in the oniiiioiy mat- 
ters of domestic concern in the Stat., and territories. Mr 
Boohanan, m one of his late mossagea (I think when he sent 

whirl, ,l'"'°"S"°."°''"""'"''' "'«"' "»' ""» »•'» I«>»<'o 
which the public attention had been directed was not in re 
sard to lb. pat variety of small domestic matters, bnl was 
directed to th, q„.,iion of negro slavery ,- and he asserts, that 
f ft. F«ople had had a fair chance to vote „u that <,u. lion, 
there wa. no reasonable ground of obj.Mion in regard L min"; 
questions. Sow, while I think thai the peoplfTad . ""had 
S, ' °n:°"7'^ "'f- ' '"'' "'"•"' »P»" «»1 -lnvery qnei 
on , still, ,t there had been a f.i, submission to a vol. Jp™ 
that mam question, the Praidenf. proposition would have 
b«,n true ,0 the uttermost. Hence, whVn hereafter I ...a" 
ofpopular sovereignty, I wiah to be understood as anpZi" 
what 1 say to the question of slavery only, not to other mi„o; 
domestic matters of a temtory or a State. 



-.-^ .„„^^„3 o. ^ iBi-iitory or a State. 

years of his life have been devoted tolh. qn.stion of" pond." 
sovereignty, ,„d that all th. remainder of hi, life shall b, de- 
voted to It, does he mean to siy that he has been devolinghis 
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life to securing to the people of the territories the right to ex- 
clude slavery from the territories ? If he means so to say, he 
means to deceive ; because he and every one knows that 'the 
decision of the Supreme Court, which he approves and makes 
especial gi-ound of attack upon me for disapproving, forbirls 
the people of a territory to exclude slavery. This covers the 
whole ground, from tlie settlement of a territory till it reaches 
the degree of maturity entitling it to form a Stale constitution. 
So far as all that ground is concerned, the Judge is not sus- 
taining popular sovereignty, but absolutely opposing it. He 
Bustaias the decision which declares that the popular will of 
the territories has no constitutional power to exclude slavpry 
during their territorial existence. This being so, the period 
of time from the first settlement of a territory till it reaches 
the point of forming a State constitution, is not the thing that 
the Judge has fought for, or ia fighting for, but, on the contra- 
ry, he has fought for, and ia fighting for, the thing that anni- 
hilates and crushes out that same popular sovereignty. 

Well, BO much being disposed of, what is left ? 'Why, he 
is contending for the right of the people, when they come to 
make a State constitution, to make it for themselves, and pre- 
cisely as best suits themselves. I say again, tha,t is Quixotic. 
I defy conti'adiction when I declare that the Judge can find no 
one to oppose hira on that proposition. I repeat, there is no- 
body opposing that proposition on principle. Let me not be 
misunderstood. I know that, with reference to the Lecomp- 
ton constitution, I may be misundei'stood ; but when you un- 
derstand me correctly, my proposition will be true and accu- 
rate. Nol>ody is opposing, or has opposed, the right of the 
people, when they form a oonslitulion, to form it for tliem- 
selves. Mr. Buchanan and his friends have not done it ; they, 
too, as well as the Republicans and the Anti-Lecompton 
Democrats, have not done it; but, on the contrary, they 
together have insisted on the right of the people to form a 
constitution for themselves. The difference between the Bu- 
chanan men on the one hand, and the Douglas men and the 
Eepublicans on the other, has not been on a question of prin- 
ciple, but on a question oi fact. 

The dispute was upon the question of fact, whether the 
Lecompton constitution had been fairly formed by the people 
or not. Mr. Buchanan and his friend'^ have not contended 
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for the eontravy principle any more than the Douglas men or 
the Eepublicans. They bave insisted that whatever of small 
irregularities existecl in getting up the Lecompton constitution 
were sueh as happen in the settlement of all new territories. 
The qu&stion was, was it a fair emanation of the people! It 
Wiis a question of fact and not of principle. As to the princi- 
ple, all were f^reed. Judge Douglas voted with the Eepub- 
licans upon that matter of fact. 

He and they, by their voices and votes, denied that it was 
a fair emanation of the people. The administration affirmed 
that It was. With respect to the evidence bearing upon that 
question of fact, I readily agree that Judge Douglas and the 
Eepublicans had the right on their side, and that the adminis- 
tration was wi-ong. But I state again, as a matter of prin- 
ciple, there is no dispute upon Ihe right of a people in a ter- 
ritory, merging into a Stale to form a constitution for them- 
selves, without outside interference from any quarter. This 
being so, what is Judge Douglas going to spend his life for? 
Is he going to spend his life in maintaining a principle that 
nobody on earlh opposes? Does he expect to stand up in 
majestic dignity, and go through his apotheosis and become a 
god, in the maintaining of a principle which neither man nor 
mouse in all God's creation is opposing ? Now, something in 
in regard to the lecompton constitution more specially ; for I 
pass Irom this other question of popular sovereignty as the 
most arrant humbug that has ever been attempted on an in- 
telligent community. 

As to the Lecompton constitution, I have already said that, 
on the question c£ fact as to whether it was a fair emanation 
of the people or not, Judge Douglas with the Republicans aud 
some Americans, had greatly the an^ument against the admin- 
istration ; and while I repeat this, I wish to know what there 
is in the opposition of Judge Douglas, to the Lecompton con- 
stitution Ihat entitles him to be considered the only opponent 
to it— as being par exceUence the very quintemeace o? that oppo- 
sition. I agree to the rightfulness of his opposition. He in 
tiie Senate and his claes of men there formed the number 
tJiree and no more. In the House of Representatives his class 
of men — the Anti-Lecompton Democrats— formed a number 
>f about twenty. It took one hundred and twenty to defeat the 
'"'"°"-" aguinst one hundred and twelve. Of the votes of 
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that one liundred and twenty, Judge Douglas's fricDds furnishecl 
twenty, to aM to which there were six Americans and ninety- 
four Eepublicans, I do not say that I am precisely accurate 
in their numbers, b«t I am sufficiently bo for any use I am 
making of it. 

Why is it that twenty shall be entitled to all the credit of 
doing that work, and the hundred none of it ? Why, if, nn 
Judge Douglas says, the honor is to be divided, and due 
credit is to be given to other parties, why is just so much given 
as is consonant with the wishes, the interests, and advance- 
ment of the twenty 1 My understanding is, when a. common 
job is done, or a common enterprise prosecuted, if I put in five 
dollars to yoiir one, I have a right to take out five dollars to 
your one. But he does not so understand it. He declares 
the dividend of credit for defeating Lecompton upon a basis 
which seems unprecedented and incomprehensible. 

Let us see. Lecompton in the raw was defeated. It after- 
ward took a sort of cooked-up shape, and was passed in the 
English bill. It is said by tlie Judge tliat the defeat wai a 
good and proper thing. If it was a good thing, why is he en- 
titled to more credit than others, for the performance of that 
good act, unless there was something in the antecedents of the 
Republicans that miglit induce every one to expect them to 
join in that good work, and at the same time, something lead- 
ing them to doubt that ho would ? Does he place his supe- 
rior claim to credit, on the ground that he performed a good 
act which was never expected of him ? He says I have a 
proneness for quoting scripture. If I should do so now, it 
occurs that perhaps he places himself somewhat upon the 
ground of the parable of the lost sheep, which went astray 
upon the mountams, and when- the owner of the hundred 
sheep found the one that was lost, and threw it upon his 
shoulders, and came home rejoicing, it was said that there was 
more rejoicing over the one sheep that was lost, and had been 
found, than over the ninety and nine in the fold. The appli- 
cation is made by the Savior in this parable, thus : " Verily, 
I say unto you, there is more rejoicing in heaven over one 
sinner that repenteth, than over ninety and nine just persons 
that need no repentance." 

And now, if the Judge claims (ho benefit of (his parable, 
let him repent Let him not come up here and eay : ■' I xini 
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lheonlj.ja,tpo„„„; and yon ore the nin.lv-„lne sinner. '" 
Ji=p,«,<.«, before /„j,„„ i, . p,„i,|„ Jf ^ oS.„ 

s fo"gi"i:: "■" "■""•"" ■"»»• "" "- H«pu»o™ *r 

H™ »ill lie prove il,,, ,. have over oeenplod a differe„. 

S'tai'," "S"* "■ '1' '*"°P'- ""'i'-l™. o".n„.i ! 
oiple in il ! He says he did not make his opposition on the 

he ™irh,°ve"vf"i' "• ; 'r ■" '"" "— "°i»" ad 
ooiSdJon t.L' "''"".'•nd that the Eepnhlleans ,n»io ,l,ei,. 
??.maken,^r; "l'''?-'i"J >»»™ « •!•" oonMitnllon. 
,i 1?., . "^ , f"" '' '•™»'f " "" P»in'. ho reminds 

«s that lie oppoaed Leoonipton before the vote was taken do 
ctag whether the State w., to be he free or slave, b" t. 
forg.tatos.yih.tonr E.pnbliean Senator, l-rnmidl „ad° 
■K°'..f r" I«"»Pton even before he did ' 

hese re..on,.he deelares the coniitn.lon w«, S „ »„" 
bie'o ion 2 r.hi '""5 ""r f"""'- ^^ 1» ^ an addifiS 
lothineorie R ,T'"°'^'°''™''"I5 ">= ™"l'"'ion back 

m^TiSJZ'J ' 't'*"'' " "P""'" »"■ '™. »•'»= "motlilng 
oorSnt I^ ™"">»,.«8». ''«■» 11* stand, becomes Im^ 

doiegatai who made Lecompton. In that speeeh, he declared 

beTlr^'LT? ~*" V'T "* ''•'■™ "» .Mon wo k 

'> • f™ days after, made a sort of answer to that speech 

» . h lie" oZbald t ' r"'""""-' "■• "'■? •■^»~S S ; 
Winch he ooinbated his I«eomptoa advoisaries in the Senate 
la. winter. I pointed to the f.ots that the people coohS 

had gone by I commented on it as wonderhtl th.at Jnd™ 
poogla, conld b. ignorant of these facts, which every one elS 
in the nation so well knew. every one else 

mi'lZeT ';""■ P°P°'" sovereignty and Ixicompton. I 
may liave oecayon to refer to one or both. 
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When he waa preparing his plan of campaign, Napoleon- 
I ke 1 New-York, as appears by two speeches I have heard 
1 Q deh^er aince his arrival in Illinois, he gave special atten- 
tion to a "peech of mine, delivered here on the IClh of June 
list lie says that he oai-efully read that speech. He told 
US tl at It Chicago, a week ago last night, and he repeated it 
at Bloom ngton last night. Doubtless, he repeated it again 
to day, though I did not hear hiin. In the first two places — 
Chicago and Blooinington — I heard him ; to-day I did not. 
He said he had carefully examined that speech ; when, he did 
not say ; but there is no reasonable doubt it was when he was 
in New- York, preparing his pJan of campaign. I am glad he 
did read it carefully. He says it was evidently prepared with 
great care. I freely admit it was prepared with care. I 
claim not to be more free from eiTors than others — perhaps 
scarcely so much ; but I waa very careful not to put anything 
in that speech as a matter of fact, or make any infei-encea 
which did not appear to me to be true, and fully warrantable. 
If I had made any mistake I was willing to be corrected ; it 
I had drawn any inference in regard to Judge Douglas, or 
any one else, which was not warranted, I was fully prepared 
to modify it as soon as dis^covered. I planted myself upon the 
truth, and the truth only, so far as I knew it, or could bo 
brought to know it. 

Having made that speech with the most kindly feelings to- 
wai-d Judge Douglas, as manifested therein, I was gratified 
when I found that he had carefully examined it, and had de- 
tected no error of fact, nor any inference against him, nor 
any misrepresentations, of which he thought fit to complain. 
In neither of the two speeches I have mentioned, did he make 
any such complaint. 1 will thank any one who will inform 
me that he, in his speech to-day, pointed out anything I had 
stated, respecting him, as being erroneous. I presume there 
is no auch thing. I have reason to be gratified that the care 
and caution used in that speech, left it so that he, most of all 
otiiera interested in discovering error, has not been able to 
point out one thing against him which he could say was 
wrong. He seizes upon the doctrines he supposes to be in- 
cluded in that speech, and declares that upon them will turn 
the issues of this campaign. Ho then quotes, or attpmpts to 
quote, from my speech. 1 will not say that he wili'uUy niis- 
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quotes, but he does fail fo quote accurately. His attempt at 
quoting m from h passage which I believe I caa quote accu- 
rately from memory. I shall make the quotation now, wilh 
some comments upon it, as I have already said, in order that 
the Judge shall be left entirely without excuse for misrepre- 
senting me. Idoaonow, aslhope, forthelasttime, I do 
this m great caution, in ordei- that if he repeals his misrepre- 
sentation, It shall be plain to all that he does so wilfully. If 
after all, he still persists, I shall be compelled to reconstruct 
the course I have marked out for myself, and draw upon such 
humble resources as I have, for a new course, belter suited to 
the real exigencies of the case. I set out, in this campai-n 
with the intention of conducting it strictly as a gentleman "in 
substance at least, if not in the outside polish." The latter I 
shall never be, but that which constitutes the inside of a gen- 
tleman I hope I understand, and am not less inclined lo prac- 
tise than others. It was my purpose and espectation, that 
this canvass would be conducted upon principle, and with 
fairness upon both sides, and it shall not be my fault if this 
purpose and expectation shall be given up. 

He charges, in substance, that I invite a war of sections ; 
that I propose all the local institutions of the different States 
shall become consolidated and uniform. What is Iheie m the 
language of that speech which expresses such purpose, or 
bears such construction^ I have again and ag«n naid that 
i would not enter into any of the States fo distuib the insti- 
tution of slavery. Judge Douglas said, at Bloomm^'ton, that 
I used language most able and ingenious for conceahn; what 
1 really meant ; and that while I had protested af^in-t enter- 
ing into the slave States, I nevertheless did mean lo go on the 
banks of the Ohio and throw missiles into Kentucky, to dis- 
turb them in their domestic institutions. 

I said, in that speech, and I meant no more, that the insti- 
tution of slavery ought to be placed in the veiy attitude where 
tlie iramers of this government placed it and left it. I do not 
understand that the framers of our Constitution left the peo- 
ple of the free States in the attitude of firing bombs ov shells 
into the slave States. I was not using that passage for the 
purpose for which lie Infers I did use it. I said : " "We are 
now far advanced into the fifih year since a policy was created 
tor llie avowed object and with the conlidcnt promiric of 
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putling an end to slavery agitation. Under the operation of 
tliat policy, that agitation has not only not ceased, hut has 
constantly augmented. In my opinion it will not cease till 
a crisis shall have been reached and passed. ' A honse divided 
against itself cannot stand.' I believe that this government 
cannot endure permanently half slave and half free, II 
will become all one thing or all the other. Either the op- 
ponents of slavery will arrest the further spread of it, and 
place it where the public mind shall rest in the belief that it 
is in the course of ultimate extinction, or lis advocates will 
push it forward till it shall become alike lawful in all the 
States, old as well as new, North as well as South." 

Now yon all see, from that quotation, I did not express my 
wish on anything. In that passage I indicated no wish or 
purpose of my own ; I simply expressed my e:;q?ectatwii. 
Cannot the Judge perceive a distinclion between a pui'pose and 
an eayieclation? I have often expressed an expectation to die, 
but I never expressed a wi'M to die. I said at Chicago, and 
now repeat, that I am quite aware this government has en- 
dured, half slave and half free, for eighty-two yeai-s. I un- 
derstand that little bit of history. I expressed the opinion I 
did, because I perceived — or thought I perceived — a new set 
of causes introduced. 1 did say at Chicago, in my speech 
there, that I do wish to see the spread of slavery arrested, anil 
to see it placed where the public raind shall rest in the belief 
that it is in the course of ultimate extinction. I said that 
because I supposed, when the public mind shall rest in that 
belief, we shail have peace on the slavery question. I have 
believed — and now believe — the public mind did rest on that 
belief up to the introduction of (he Nebraska bill. 

Although I have ever been opposed to slaveiy, so far I 
rested in the hope and belief that it was in the course of ulti- 
mate extinction. For that reason, it had been a minor ques- 
tion with me. I might have been mistaken ; but I had believed, 
and now believe, that the whole public mind — that is, the 
mind of the great majority — had rested in that belief up to 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise. But upon that event, 
I became convinced that either I had been resting in a delu- 
sion, or the institution was being placed on a new basis — a 
basis for making it pei'pelual, national, and univei-sal. Sub- 
sequent events have greatly confirmed mo in that bflief 1 
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believe th-it bill to be the begiimin" ot a cui ^p ncy fir tt it 
piirpo5e So believing 1 bme .inio tbeii cimdeirf » ,t 
quenion a p.i«mouBt on. So believing I thought tliepnbhe 
mind will neier re.t till the power of Congren, to re.liit the 
spiead of it shall -igim be acknowledged and exenised on the 
one hind or on the other, aU lesislaneo bo entirol, om-liod 
out 1 hive espieftael that opinion, and I enteitun it 
to night It 18 denied that there is any tendency to the na 
tionahzadon of slaveiy in these Stales. 

Mr Brooks of South Carolina, in one of his speeches, 
when thej were pie^enting hmi cincs, silver plate gold pitch 
eij and the Lhe foi .vaulting Senator Sumnei, disOnctly 
affirmed his opinion that when this Constitution wis formed 
It was the bchef of no man thit slaveiy would last to the 
present day. 

He said, what I think, that the framcra of our Constitu- 
tion placed the institution of slavery where the pubhc mind 
rested m the bop. that il was in Ih. course of ultimate ex- 
tinction. But he went on to say that the men of the present 
age, by their eupcri.nce, have become wi«r than the famei-s 
ot the Constitution ; and the invention of the cotton-gin had 
mad. the perpetuity of slavery a ii.c«!«ity m this country 

As another piece of ovidonce tending to lliis same point i 
(.iuite recently in Virginia, a man— the owner of slaves- 
made a will, providing thiit, after his death, certain of his 
slaves should have their fr^dom, if they should so clioot* 
and go to Liberia, rather than remain in slavery They 
dioso to be liberated. Bat the persons to whom they would 
descend as property, claimed them as slaves A suit was i i- 
stiluUid, which flnaUy com. to the buprem. Court of Vu 
ginia, and was therein decided a„ inst the slaves upon tlie 
eround that a negio cannot make ■ choice— that they ha I no 
legal power to chooie-could not pcifonn the c n htion ui on 
which their freedom dei ended 

I do not mention tl is with any purpose of ciiliciun^ it, 
but to connect It with tie nigumeuts as alfording Mmm^ 
ovidmce of the change of sentiment upon thisnuestion of 
stoy m the dirMion of niakmg it p.rp.tn.l anl „,t,on»l 
largoenow,..! dii befoie tl ,t there „ such , tendency 
and 1 am balked not niuclylytbo fi t butlviU , ei, 
confession in the laveSLt ^ 
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And now, as to the Judge's inference, tliat because I wish 
to Bce slavery placed in the course of ultimate extinction — 
placed where our fathars originally placed it — I wiali to 
annihilate the State Legislatures — to force cotton to grow on 
the tops of the Green Mountains — to freeze ice in Florida — 
to cut lumber on the broad Illinois prairies — that I am in 
favor of all these ridiculous and impossible things. 

It seems to me it is a complete answer to all this to ask, if, 
when Congress did have the fashion of restricting slavery 
from free territory — when courts did have the fashion of Aa- 
ciding that taking a slave into a free country made him 
free — I say it is a sufficient answer to ask, if any of this 
ridiculous nonsense about consolidation, and uniformity, did 
actually follow ^ Who heard of any such thing, because of 
the Ordinance of '87 1 because of the Missouri restriction 1 
because of the numei-ous court decisions of that character? 

Now, as to the Dred Seolt decision ; for upon that he 
makes his last point at me. He boldly takes ground in favor 
of that decision. 

This is one half the onslaught, and one third of the entire 
plan of the campaign. I am opposed to that decision in a 
certain sense, but not in the sense which he puts on it. I say 
that in so far aa it decided in favor of Dred Scott's master, 
and against Dred Scott and his family, I do not propose to 
disturb or resist the dedsion. 

I never have proposed to do any such thing. I think, that 
in respect for judicial aulhoriry, my humble history would not 
sulier in comparison with that of Judge Douglas. He would 
have the citizen conform his vote to that decision ; the mem- 
ber of Congress, his ; the President, his use of the veto power. 
He would make it a rule of political action for the pecple and 
all the departments of government. I would not. By re- 
sisting it as a political rtile, I disturb no right of property, 
create no disorder, excite no mobs. 

"When he spoke at Chicago, on Friday evening of last week, 
he made this same point upon me. On Saturday evening I 
replied, and reminded him of a Supreme Court decision which 
he opposed for at least several years. Last night, at Bloom- 
ington, he took some notice of that reply ; but entirely forgot 
to remember tliat part of it. 

He reufiws kiw onsla,!»ght upon ms, forgetting to remember 
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that I have turned the tiiblea against himself on that very 
point. I renew ilie etlbrt to draw his attention to it. I wish 
to stand erect before tlie country, as well as Judge Douglas, 
on this question of judicial authority; and therefore I add 
sometliing to the_ authority in favor of my owq position. I 
wish to show that I am sustained by authority, in addition 
to that heretofore presenteiJ, I do not expect to convince the 
Judge. It is part of the plan of his campaign, and he wUl 
cling to it with a desperate gripe. Even, turn it upon him — 
the sharp point against him, and gaff liini through — he will 
still cling to it till he can invent sjime new dodge to lake the 
place of if. 

In public speating it is tedious reading from documents ; 
but I must beg to indulge the practice to a limited extent, I 
shall read from a letter wiitten by IVIr. Jefferson in 1820, and 
now to be found in the seventh volume of his correspondence, 
at page 177. It seems he had been presented by a gentleman 
of the name of Jarvis with a book, or essay, or periodical, 
called the ' Kepublican," and he was writing in acknowledg- 
ment of the present, and noting some of its contents. After 
expressing the hope that the work will produce a favorable 
etiect upon the minds of the young, he proceeds to say : 

"That it wiil have this tendency may be-expected, and for 
that reason I feel an urgency to note what I deem an error in 
it, the more requiring notice as your opinion is strengthened 
by that of many others. Tou seem, in pages 84 and 148, to 
consider the judges as the ultimate arbiters of all constitntional 
questions — a very dangerous doctrine indeed, and one which 
would place us under the despotism of an oligarchy. Our 
judges are as honest as other meji, and not more so. They 
have, with others, the same passions for paity, for power, and 
the privilege of their corps. Tfceir maxim is, 'boni judicis 
est ampliare jurisdiction em ;' and their power is the moi-e dan- 
gerous as they are in office i'or life, and not responsible, as the 
other functionaries are, to the elective control. The Constitu- 
tion has erected no such single tribunal, knowing that, to 
whatever hands confided, with the corruptions of time and 
pai'ty, its membei-s would become despots. It has more wisely 
made all the departments coequal and cosoveceign with them- 

Thus we see the power claimed for the Supreme Court by 
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Judge Douglas, Mr. Jefferson holds, would reduce us to the 
despotism of an oligarchy. 

Now, I have said no more than this — in fact, never quite 
m mucih as this — at least I am sustained by Mr, Jeffei-son, 

Let us ff> a little farther. You remember we oqco had a 
National Bank. Some one owed the bank a debt ; he was 
sued and sought to avoid payment, on the ground that the 
bank was unconstitutional. The case went to the Supreme 
Court, and therein it was decided that the bank was consiitii- 
tional. The whole democratic party revolted against that de- 
cision. General Jackson himself asserted that he, as Presi- 
dent, would not be bound to hold a National Bank to be 
constitutional, even though Ihe court had decided it to be so. 
He fell in precisely with the \'iew of Mr. Jefferson, and acted 
upon it under hia official oath, in vetoing a charter for a 
National Bank. The decUration that Congress does not pos- 
sess this constitutional power to charter a bank, has gone into 
the democratic platform, at their natio.ial conventions, and 
was brought forward and reaffirmed in their last convention 
at Cincinnati. They have contended for thai declaration, in 
the very teeth of the Supreme Court, for more than a quarter 
of a century. In fact, they have reduced the decision to an 
absolute nullity. That decision, I repeat, is repudiated in the 
Cincinnati platform ; and still, as if to show that effronlry 
can go no farther, Judge Douglas vaunts in the very speeches 
in which he denounces me for opposing the Dred Scott de- 
cision, that he stands on the Cincinnati platform. 

Now, I wish to know what the Judge can charge upon me, 
with respect to decisions of the Supreme Court, which does 
not lie in all its length, breadth, and proportions at his own 
door. The plain truth is simply this : Judge Dojglas is/or 
Supreme Court decisions when he iikea and against them 
when he does not likes them. He is fur the Dred Scott 
decision because it tends to nationalize slavery — because it is 
part of Ihe original combination for that object, It so hap- 
pens, singularly enough, that I never stood opposed to a 
decision of the Supreme Court till this. On the contiary, I 
have no recollection that he was ever particularly in favor of 
one till this. He never was in favor of any, nor opposed to 
any, till the present one, which helps to nationalize slavery. 

Free men men of Sangamon — free men of Illinois— free 
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men everywhere— judge ye between him and me, upnn this 

He siiys this Dred Scott case is a very small matter at most 

that it hilit no pi-fwjtical effect ; that at besl, or ratlier, I 

suppose, at worst, it is but an abstraction, I submit that the 
proposiiion, that the thing whicK determines whetlier a man is 
free or a slave, is rather concrete and ai,„tracl. I think you 
would conclude that it was, if your liberty depended upon it, 
and so would Judge Douglas if his liberty depended upon it. 
But suppose it was on the question of spreading slavery over 
the new territories that he considers it as being merely an abstract 
matter, and one of no practical importance. How has the 
planting of slavery in new countries always been effected "i It 
lias now been decided that slavery cannot be kept oot of our new 
territories by any legal means. In what does our new territories 
now differ in„thls respect from the old colonies when slavery 
was first planted within theml It was planted, as _Mr. Clay 
once declared, and as history proves true, by individual men 
in spite of the wishes of the people ; the mother government 
refusing to piohibit it, and withholding from the people of the 
colonies the aulhotity lo prohibit it for themselves. Mr. 
Uay sijs this WIS one ol the great and just causes of coui- 
pUiQt agunst Greit Biitain by the colonies, and the best 
apology we can now make for having the institution among 
us In tliat preciae condition our Nebraska politicians have 
at last succeeded in p! icmg our ow n new territories ; the gov- 
ernment will not piohibit shvery within them, nor allow the 
people to piohibit it 

I defy any man to find any diffoi-ence between the policy 
which originally planted slavery in these colonies and that 
pulicy which now prevails in our new territories. If it does 
not go into them, it is only because no individual wishes it to 
go. Tha Judge indulged himself, doubtless lo-day, with the 
question as lo what I am going to do with or about the Dred 
Scott decision. Well, .ludge, will you please to tell me what 
you did about the bank decision ? Will you not graciously 
allow us to do with the Dred Scott decision precisely a-s yon 
did with the bank decision? You succeeded in breaking down 
the moral effect of that decision ; did you find it necessary 10 
amend the Constitution ? or to set up a court of negroes m 
order to do it 1 
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There is one other point. Judge Douglas has a very affec- 
tionate leaning toward the Americiins and Old Whigs, Lust 
evening, in a sort of weeping tone, he desi;ribed to ua a death- 
bed scene. He had been called to the side of Mr. Clay, in 
his last momeots, in order that the genim of " popular sovor- 
eignfy" might duly descend from the dying man and selile 
upon him, the living and most wcu'thy succft=sor. He could 
do no less than promise that he would devote the remainder of 
his life to " popular sovereigaty ;" and then the great statesman 
departs in peace. By this part of the " plan of the cam- 
paign," the Judge has evidently promised .himself that tears 
shall be drawn down the cheeks of ali Old Whig*, as lai'ge as 
half-grown apples. 

Mr. Webster, too, was mentioned ; but it did not quite 
come to a death-bed scene, as to him. It would be amusing, 
if it were not disgusting, to see how quick these compromise- 
breakers administer on the political ett'ecCs of their dead ad- 
versai-ies, trumping up claims never before heard of, and di- 
viding the assets among themselves. If I should be found 
dead to-morrow morning, nothing but my insignificanco could 
prevent a speech being made on my authority, before the end 
of next week. It so happens that in that " popular sover- 
eignty" with which Mr. Clay was identified, the Missouri 
Compromise was expressly reserved ; and it was a litile singu- 
lar if Mr. Clay cast iiis mantle upon Judge Douglas on pur- 
pose to have that compromise repealed. 

A^rtin, the Judge did not keep faith with Mr. Clay when he 
first brought in his Nebraska bill. He left the Missouri Com- 
promise unrepealed, and in his report accompanying the bill, 
he told the world he did it on purpose. The manes of Mr. 
Clay must have been in great agony, till thirty days later, 
when " popular sovereignty" stood forth in all its glory. 

One more thing. Last night Judge Douglas tormented 
himself with horrors about my disposition to make negroes 
perfectly equal with white men in social and political relations. 
He did not stop to show that I have said any sui;h thing, or 
that it legitimately follows from anything I have said, but he 
rushes on with his assertions. I adhere to the Declaraiion of 
Independence. If Judge Douglas and his friends are not wil- 
lino' to stand by it, let them come up and amend it. Let 
them make it read that all men are created equal except ne- 
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groes. Let us have it decided, whetlier the Declaralioii of 
Independence, in tliis blessed year of 18-38, shall be thus 
amended. In his conm-uciiim ol the Declaradon lust yeiir, 
he said it only meant that Ampricans in America were equdl 
to Englishmen in En^lMnd. Tlien, when I pointed out to him 
that l)y that rule he eseludes the Germans, the Irish, the Por- 
tuguese, and all the other people who have come among lis 
since the Revolution, he reconsiructs his construction. In hia 
last Kpeeeh he tells us it meant Europeans. 

I press him a little further, and ask if it meant to include the 
Russians in Asia? or does he mean to exclude that vast popula- 
tion from the principles of our Declaration of Independence ? 
leitpect ere long he will introduce another amendment to his 
definition. He is not at all particular. He is satisfied with 
anything which does not endanger the nationalizing of negro 
slavery. It may draw white men down, but it must not lift 
negroes up. Who siiall say, " I am the superior, and you are 
the inferior V 

My declarations upon this subject of negro slavery may be 
misrepresented, but eanuot be inisundersiood. I have said 
that I do not understand the Declaration to mean that alt 
men were created equal in all respects. They are not our 
equal in color ; but I suppose that it does mean to declare that 
ail men are equal in some respe.'ts ; they are equal in their 
right to " life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness." Cer- 
tainly the negro is not our equal in color — perhaps not in 
many other i-espeets ; still, in the right to put into his mouth 
tlie bread that his own hands have earned, he is the equal of 
every other man, white or black In "pointing out that more 
has been given you, you cannot be justified in taking away the 
httlc which has been given him. All I ask for the negro is 
that if you do not like him, let him alone. If God gave him 
but liitle, that hitle let him enjoy. 

When our government was established, we had th-i institu- 
tion of slavery among us. We were in a certain sense com- 
pelled to tolerate its existence. It was a sort of necessity. 
We had gone through our struggle and secured our own inde- 
pendence. The fmmers of the Constitution found the institu- 
tion of slavery among their other institutions at the lime. 
They found that by an effort to eradicate it, they might lose 
much of what they had already gained. Tliey were oblio-ed 
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to bow to tlie necessity. They gave power to Ckingress to 
abolish the slave trade at the end of twenty yeai-8. They also 
prohibited it in the territories wh*re it did. not exist. They 
did what they could and yielded to the necessity for the rest 
I also yifld to all which follows from that necessity. What I 
-wouid must desire would be the separation of the white and 
bla^rk rttces. 

One more point on this Springfield speech which Judge 
Douglas says he has read so carefully. I expressed my be^ 
lief in the esbtence of a conspiracy to perpetuate and nation- 
alize slavery. I did not profess to know it, nor do I now. I 
showed the part Judge Douglas had played in the string of 
facts, constituting to my mitid the proof of that conspiracy. 
I showed the parts played by others. 

I charj;ed that the people had been deceived into carrying 
the last Presidential election, by the impression that the peo- 
dle of the territories might exclude slavery if they chose, 
when it was known in advance by the conspirators, that the 
court was to decide that neither Congress nor the people could 
BO exclude slavery. These charges are more distinctly made 
than anything else in the speech. 

Judge Douglas has carefully read and re-read that speech. 
He has not, so fur as I know, contradicted ihose charges. In 
the two speeches which I heard, he certainly did not. On his 
own tacit adcnission I renew that charge. I charge him as 
having been a party to that conspiracy and to that deception 
for the sole purpose of nationalizing slaveiy. 



ME. LINCOLN'S SPEECH, 
At Gai-esbtjkgh, Oct. 7, 1858. 
My Fellow-Citizens : A very large portion of the speech 
■which Judge Douglas has addressed to you has previously been 
delivered and put in print. I do not mean that for a hit upon 
the Judge at all. If I had not been interrupted I was going 
to say that such an answer as I was able to make to a very 
lai^e portion of it, had already been more than once made and 
published. There has been an opportunity alt'orded to the 



...Coogic 



ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 199 

public to see our respective views upon the topics discussed in 
a tiirge portion of the speech which he haa just delivered. I 
make these remitrks for the purpose of excusing myself for not 
passing over the entire ground that the Judge has traversed. 
I, however, desire to take up some of the points that he has at- 
tended to, and ask your attention to them, and I sliall follow 
him backward upon some notes which I have taken, revers- 
ing the order by beginning where he concluded. 

The Judge lias alluded to the Declaration of Independence, 
and insisted that negroes are not included in that Declaration ; 
»nd that it is a slander upon the framers of that instrument, 
to suppose that negroes were meant therein ; and he asks you : 
Is it possible to believe that Mr. Jefferson, who penned the 
immortal paper, could have supposed himself appljing the lan- 
guage of that instrument lo the negro race, and yet held a 
portion of tliat race in slavery I Would he not at once have 
I'reed them? I only have to remark upon this part of the 
Judge's speech (and that, too, very briefly, for I slial! not de- 
tain myself, or you, upon that point for any great length of 
time), that 1 believe the entire records of the world, from the 
date of the Declaration of Independence up to wilhin three 
years ago, lUiiy be searched in vain for one single atSrmation, from 
one single man, that the negro was not included in the Decla- 
ration of Independence ; I think I may defy Judge Douglas to 
show that he ever said so, that "Washington ever said so, that 
any President ever said so, that any member of Congress ever 
said so, or that any living man upon the whole earth ever 
said so, until the necessities of the present policy of the Dem- 
ocratic party, in regard to slavery, had to invent that affirma- 
tion. And I will remind Judge Douglas and this audience, 
that while Mr, Jefferson was the owner of slaves, as un- 
doubtedly he was, in speaking upon this very subject, he used 
the strong language that " he trembled for his country when 
he remembered that God was just ;" and I will offer the high-' 
est preuiiuai in my power to Judge Douglas if he will show 
that he, in all hb llle, ever uttered a sentiment at all akin lo 
that of Jefferson. 

The next thing to which 1 will a.'-k your attention U tlie 
Judge's comments upon the fact, as he assumes it to be, that 
we cannot call oiu' public meetings as Republican n 
and he instances Tazewell county as one of the plac 
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the friends of Lincoln have called a public meeting and have 
not dared to name it a Republican ineeting. He iiTstances 
Monroe county as another where Judge 'JVumboll and Jehu 
Baker addrespeil the persons whom the Jndpe assiimps io be 
t!ic friends of Lincoln, caliing them the '• Free Dt^mocriicy." 
1 have the honor to inform Judge Douglas that he spoke la 
that very county of Tazewell last Saturday, and I was there 
on Tuesday latt, and when he spoke there he apoke imder a 
call not venturing to use the word "Democrat." [Turning 
to Judge Douglas."] What think you of this? 

So again, there is another thing to which I would aslc the 
Judge's attention npon thia subject. In the contest of 1856 
his party delighted to call themselves toRcthor as the "Na- 
tional Democracy," but now, if there should he a notice put up 
anywhere, for a meeting of tlis " National Democracy," Jadge 
Douglas and his friends would not come. They would not 
suppose themselves invited. They would nnderstund that it 
was a call for those hateful post-masters whom he talks about. 

Now a few words in regard to these extracts from speeches 
of mine, which Judge Douglas has read to you, and which he 
supposes are in very great contrast to each other. Those 
speeches have been before the public for a eon.eiderable lime, 
and if they have any incoasistency in them, if there ia 
any conflict in them, the public have been able to detect it. 
When the Judge says, in speaking on tiiis subject, that I make 
speeches of one sort for the people of the northern end of the 
8late, and of a diHerent sort for the southern people, he as- 
sumes that I do not understand that my speeches will he put 
in print and read north and south. 1 knew all the while that the 
speech that I made at Chicago, and the one I made at Jones- 
boro and the one at Charleston, would all be put in ptint and 
all the reading and intelligent men in the community would 
see them and know all about ray cpinions. And I have not sup- 
posed, and do not now suppose, that thei-e is any conflict what- 
ever between Ihem. But the Judge will have it that if we do 
not confess that there is a sort of inequality between the white 
and black races, which justifies us in making them slaves, we 
must, then, insist that thei-e is a degree ot' equality that re- 
quires us to make them our wives. Now, I iiave all the while 
taken a broad distinction in regard to that matter ; aiid that 
is all there is in these different speeches which he arrays here, 
and the entire reading of either of the speeches will show that 
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that distinction was made. Perhaps by taking two parts of 
the same speech, he couH have got up as much of a conflict 
as the one he has found. I have all the while maintained, 
that 111 so far as it S'hould be insisted that there was an equali- 
ty between the white and black races that should produce a 
perfect social and poliiical equality, it waa an impos.'ibili(y. 
'I'his.you have seen in my pLinted ppeechec, and with it I have 
said, that in Iheir right to "life, liberty and the pursuit of 
happiness," as proclaimed in that old Declaration, the inferior 
races are our equals. And these declarations I have constunt- 
ly made in reference to the abstract moral question, to con- 
template and consider when we are legislating about any Dew 
country which is not already cursed with the actual presence 
of_ the evil— slavery. I have never mnnilested any impatience 
with the necessities that spring from the actual presence of 
black people among us, and the actual existence of slavery 
among us where it does already exist ; but I have insisted 
that, m legislating for new countries, where it does not exist, 
there IS no just rule oilier than that of moral and abstract 
nght 1 With reference to those new countries, those maxims 
as tothe right of a people to " life, liberty and the pursuit of 
■Lappmess, ' were the just rules to be constantly referred to. 
-I here IS no misunderstanding this, except by men interesled 
to misunderstand il. I take it that I have to address an in- 
tel!ij;ent and reading community, who will peruse what I say 
weifib It, and then judge whether I advant-e improper or un-» 
sound views, or whaher I advance hypocritical, and deceptive 
and contrary views in different portions of the country. I be- 
lieve myself to he guilty of no such thing as the latter, thoneh 
ot course, I cannot claim that 1 am entii-ely free from all error 
in the opinions I advance. 

The Judge has'alsoJdetained us a while in regard to thi* 
distinction between his party and our party. BU he afisiimes 
to be a national party— ours a sectional one. He does this in 
askmg the question whether this country has any interest in 
the maintenance of the Republican parly! He assumes that 
our pruiy is altogether sectional— that the party to which he 
adheieh is national ; and the argument is, that no party can 
be a rightful party — can be based upon rightful piinciples— 
unless it can announce its principles everywhere. I presume 
that Judge Douglas could not go into Eufsia and announce 
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the doclrino of our national Democracy; he couh! not de- 
nounce t!ia dorti-inc of kings, and eitiperora, and monitrchies, 
in Euwia ; and it may be true of this country, that in some 
places we may not be able to proclaim a doctrine as clearly true 
Of the truth of Democracy, because there is a section so direcily 
opposed to it that they will not tolerate us in doing so. Is it 
the true test of the soundness of a doctrine, that in some 
places people won't let you proclaim it? Is that the way to 
test the truth of any doctrine? Why, I understood that at 
one time the people of Chicago would not let Ju.ljfc Douglas 
preach a certain favorite doctrine of bis. I commend to lijs 
consideration the question, whether he takes that as a test of 
the unsoundness of what he wanted to preach. 

There is another thing to which I wish to ask attention for 
8 little while on this occasion. What has always been the 
evidence brought forward to prove that the Kepublican party 
is a sectional party f The main one was that in the Southern 
poition of the Union the people did Hot let tlie Republicans 
proclaim their doctrines among them. That haa been the 
main evidence brought forward — that they had no supporters, 
or substantially none, in the slave States. Tlie South have 
not taken hold of our principles as we announce them ; nor 
does Judge Douglas now grapple with those principles. We 
have a Republican Stale plattorm, laid down in Springfield in 
June last, stating our position all the way through the questions 
beforfl the country. We are now far advanced in this canvass. 
J udge Douglas and I have made perhaps forty speeches apiece, 
and we have now for the fifth time met face to face in debate, 
and up to this day I have not found either Judge Douglas or 
any friend of his taking hold of the Republican platform or 
laying his fingers upon anything in it that is wrong, I ask 
you all to recollect that. Judge Douglas turns away from 
the platform of piinciples to the fact that lie can find people 
somewhere who will not allow us to announce those prin- 
ciples. If he had great confidence that our principles were 
wrong, he would take hold of them and demonstrate them to 
be wrong. But he does nut do so. The only evidence he 
has of tlieir being wrong is in the fact that there are people 
who won't allow us to preach them. I ask again is that the 
way to test the soundness of a doctrine? 

I ask his attention also to the fact that by the rule of na- 
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iionality he is himself fast becoming sectional. I aak liis 
attention to Ihe fact tliHt his speeches would not go as current 
now south of the Ohio river as they have formerly gone tl»ere. 
I ask hia attention to the fact that he felicitates himself to-day 
that all the Democrats of the free States ai'e agreeing with 
him, while he omita to tell us that the Democrats of any slave 
State agree witii him. If he has not thought of this, I com- 
mend to hia consideration the evidence of his own declaration, 
on this day, of his becoming sectional too. I sec it rapidly 
approaching. Whatever may be the result of this tphemeraJ 
contest betvpeen Judge Douglas and myself, I see the daj- 
rapidly approaching when his pill of sectionalism, which he 
has been thrusting down the throats of Eepublicans for 
yt'nrs past, will be crowded down his own throat. 

Now in regard to what Judge Douglas said (in the be^nning 
of his speech) about the Compromise of 1850, containing the 
principle of the Nebraska bill, although I have often pre- 
sented my views upon that subject, yet as I have not done so 
in this canvass, I will, if you please, detain you a little with 
them. I hitve always maintained, so far as I was able, that 
there was nothing of the principle of the Nebraska bill in the 
Compromise of 1850 at all — nothing whatever. Where can 
you find the principle of the Nebraska bill in that Compromise ? 
If anywhere, in the two pieces of the Compromise organizing 
the tenitories of New-Mexico and Utah. It was expressly 
provided in these two acts, that, when they came to be ad- 
mitted into the Union, they should be admitted with or with- 
out slavery, as they should choose, by their own constitutions. 
Nothing was said in either of those acts as to what was to be 
done in relation to slavery during the territorial existence of 
those terriiories, while Henry Clay constantly made the decla- 
PHtion (Judge Douglas recognizing him as a leader) that, in 
his opinion, the old Mexican laws would control that question 
during the territorial existence, and that these old Mexican 
laws excluded slavery. How can that be used as a principle 
for declaring that during the territorial existence as well as 
ai ihe rime of framing the Constitution, the people, if you 
please, might have slaves if they wanted them? I am not 
discussing the question whether it is right or wrong ; but how 
are tlie Ntw-Mesican and Utah laws patterns for the Ne- 
braska bill ? I maintain that the organisation of Utah and 
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New-Mexico did not establish a general pi'inciple at all. It 
had no feature of eslHWishing a general piiiieiple. The acts 
to which I have referred were a pai-t of a general system of 
Compromises. They did not lay down what waa proposed as 
a regular policy for the territories ; only an agreemerit in this 
particular case to do in that way, because oiher things wei'e 
done that were to be a compensation for it. Tliey were al- 
lowed to come in in that shape, because in another way it was 
paid for — considering that as a part of that system of measures 
called, the Compromise of 1850, which finally included lialf a 
dozen acts- It included the admission of CaUforiiia as a free 
Htate, which was kept out of the Union for half a year because 
it had formed a free Constitution. It included the settlement 
of ihe boundary of Texas, which had been undefijied before, 
which was in itself a slavery question ■ for, if you pushed the 
line faithei m.st, you made re:ias laiger, and made more 
slave teriitoiy while, if you drew the line toward tlie cast, 
you nariowed the boiindaiy and diniituslied the domain of 
slavery, and by so much increased free teiritory It included 
the abolition of the slaie titde in the Uiatiict of Columbia. 
It included the pisssge of a new lugiine SUve law. 

All these things weie put together, and though paa«cd in 
separate acts, were nevertheless in legislation {as tlie speeches 
at the tune ■nill show) made to depend upon each other. 
Each got votes', with the undersiandii g that the other meas- 
ures weie to pass, and by this B\fctein of compromise, in that 
series of measures, thee t«o bills — the New-Mexico and 
Utah bills — V, ere passed , and I sa} for that reason they could 
not be taken as models, fiaraed upon their own mtrinsic ptin- 
ciple, for all future territories. And I have the evidence of 
this in the fact that Judge Douglas, a year afterward, or more 
than a year afterward, perhaps, when he first introduced bills 
for the purpose of framing new territories, did not attempt to 
Ibllow these bills of New Mexico and Utah ; and even when 
he introduced this Nebraska bill, I think you wilt discover 
that lie did not exactly follow, them. But 1 do not wish to 
dwell at great length upon this branch of the discussion. My 
own opinion is, tliat a thorough investigation will show most 
plainly that the New-Mexico and Utah bills were part of a 
system of compromise, and not designed as patterns for future 
territorial legislation ; and th;'t this Nebraska bill did not fol- 
low Ihom as a pattern at all. 
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The Ju(ln;e tells, in pcoceedinff, lliat he is opposed to mak- 
ing any tidioiiB dis tin:; lions between free and slave Suites. I 
am aliofreiher uiiuwHre that the Uepiiblicans ai-e in favor of 
making any odious distinctions between the free and slave 
States. But there still is a differeiiee, I think, beiween Judge 
Douglas and the Eepublicans in this. I suppose that !he i«il 
dillereiice between Judge Douglas and his fnendw, and the Ke- 
publiouns on tlie contrary, is, that the Judge ia not in Aivor 
of making any ditfei-ence bi^tween slavery and liberty — ihat he 
is in tlivor of eradicating, of pressing out of view, the ques- 
tions of preference in this country for free or slave institu- 
tions ; and consequently every sentiment he utters discards ihe 
ideii that there is any wrong in slavecy. Everything that 
emanates from him or his coadjutors in their course of policy, 
carefully excludes the thought that there is anything wrong in 
slavery. All their arguments, if you will consider them, will 
be seen to exclude the thought that there is anything what- 
ever wrong in slavei-y. If you will take the Judge's speeches, 
and select the short and pointed sentences expressed by him — 
as his declaration that he " don't care whether slavery is voted 
up or down" — you will see at onte that this is perfectly logi- 
cal, if yon do not admit that slavery is vrong. ]f you do a<l- 
rait that it is wrong, Judge Douglas cannot logically say he 
diin't care whethir a wrong is voted up or voted down. 
Judge Douglas declares that if any comniuidty want slavery 
they have a right to have it. He can say that logically, if he 
says that there is no wrong in slavery ; but if you admit that 
there is a wrong in it, he cannot logically say that anybody 
has a right to do wrong. He insists that, upon the score of 
equality, the owners of slaves and owners of property — of 
horses and every other sort of property — should be alike and 
hold them alike in a new tenitory. That is pei'fectly logical, 
if the two species of property are alike and are equally found- 
ed in right. Hut if you admit that one of them is wrong, you 
cannot institute any equality between right and wrong. And 
from this difference of sentiment — the belief on the part of one 
that the institution is wrong, and a policy Kpringiiig from that 
belief which looks to the arresit of the enlargement of that 
wrong ; and this other senticnent, that it is no wrong, and a 
policy S]>rung from that sentiment which will tolerate no idea 
of preventing Ihat wrong from growing larger, and looks to 
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there never being an end of it through al! the existence of 
thinge, arises ihe real difference between Judge Douglas and 
his trienda on ihe one hand, and the Kepublicans on the otlier. 
Now, I confess myself as belonging to that class in ihe coun- 
tiy who contemplate slavery as a moral, social, and politieal 
evil, having due regard for its actual existence among iia, 
and the dittieulties of getting rid of it in any satisfactory way, 
and to all the constitutional obligations which have been 
thrown about it i but, nevertheless, desire a policy that looks 
to the prevention oi' it as a wrong, and looks hopefully to the 
time when as a wrong it may come to an end. 

Judge Douglas has again, for, I believe, the fifth time, it 
not the seventh, in my pre^nce, reiterated his charge of a 
conspiraty or eombination between tho National Democrats 
and Republicans. What evidence Judge Douglas has upon 
this subject, 1 kiow not, inasmuch as he never favors us witli 
any. 1 have suid upon a former occasion, and I do not choose 
to suppress it now, tliat I have no objection to the divibion in 
the Judge's parly. He got it op himself. It was all his and 
their work. He had, I think, a great deal more to do with 
the steps that led to the Lecomplon constitution than Mr. Bu- 
chanan liad i though at last, when they reached it, they quar- 
reled over it, and their Irienda divided upon il. I am very 
free lo confess to Judge Douglas that I have no objection to 
the division j but I defy the Judge to show any evidence that 
I have in any way promoted that division, unless he insistn on 
being a witness himself, in merely saying so. I can give all 
fair friends of Judge Doughis here to understand exactly the 
view that Republicans take in regard to that division. Don't 
you remember how, two years ago, the opponents of the Dem- 
ocraiic parly were divided between Fremont and Fillmore? 
I guefs you do. Any Democrat who remembers tl;at division, 
will remember also, that he was at the time veiy glad of it, 
and then he will be able to see all there is between the Na- 
tional Democrats and the Kepublicans. What we now think 
of the two diiisions of Democrats, you then thought of the 
Frenjont and Fillmore divisions. Tliat is all there is of it. 

But, if the Judge continues to put ibrward the declaration 
that tliere b an unholy and unnatural alliance between the 
Eepubliean and the National Democrats, I now want to enter 
my protest against receiving him as an entirely competent wit- 
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neS3 upon tbat subject. I want to call to iTic Judge's Rtlen- 
iion an attack he made upon me, in the fii-st one of these 
debates, at Ottawa, on tlie 21st of August. In oi-der to fix 
extreme Abolitionism upon me. Judge Douoiliis read a pet of 
resolutions, wliieh lie declared had been passed by a Republi- 
can State Convention, in October, 18.^4, at Springfield, Illi- 
nois, and he declared I had tak«i part in iliat Convention. It 
turned out tbat, although a few men calling Ihemselves an 
ami-Nebraska State Convention, bad sat at Springfield about 
thai lime, jet neither did I take any part in it, nor did it pass 
the resolutions, or any such resolutions, as Judge Douglas 
read. So apparent had it become that the resolutions which 
he read had not been passed at Springfleld at all, nor by a State 
Convention in which I had Uken pan, that seven days after- 
ward, at Freeport, Judge Douglas declared that he had been 
misled by Charles H. Lanphier, editor of the Slate EfgkUr, 
and Thomas L. Harris, member of CongresB in that Disti-ict 
and he promised in that speech that when he went to Spring- 
field he would investigate the matter. Since then Judi'e 
DouglaB has been to Springfield, and I presume has made the 
iiivestigatioa ; but a month has passed since he has been there, 
and, so far as 1 know, he has made no report of the result of 
hia investigation. 1 have waited, as I think, sufficient lime 
for the report of that investigation, and I have some curiosity 
to see and hear it. A fraud— an absolute forgery was com- 
mitted, and the perpetration of it was traced to the three— 
Lanphier, Hariis, and Douglas. Whether it can be narrowed 
m any way so aa to exonerate any one of them, is what Judge 
Douglas s report would probably show. 

It is true that the set of resolutions read by Judge Douglas 
were published in the Illinois ^tafe RegisUr, on the 16ih of 
October, 1854, as being the resoluiions of an anti-Nebraska 
Convention, which had sat in that same month of October, at 
bpnngfield. But 'it is also (rue, that the publication iu the 
ffe^tefci- was a forgery then, and the question is stiil behind, 
which of the three, if not all of them, comraiited that forgery? 
Tiie idea that it was done by mistake, is absurd. Ihe artii;]e 
in the 11 mois State Jiegisler contains part of the real proceed- 
mgs of that Springfield Convention, showing that tiie writer 
of the article had the real proceedings before him, and pur- 
powij thiew out the genuine i-esolutions passed by the Con- 
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Tention, and fi'audulently substituted the olliers. Lanphier 
then, as now, was the editor of the R^gi^-ter, so there eeeras lo 
be but litllo room for his esoape. But then it is to be borne 
in mind that Laiiphier ha^l less interest in the ofiject of that 
forgery than dther of the otlier two. The main object of that 
finery, at that lime, was to beat Yates and elect Harris to 
Congress and thai otiject waa^kuowii to be exceedingly dear 
to Judge Diinglas at that time. Harris and Douglas were 
boih in Hpnnglield when the Convention was in sef^sion. and 
although they both left befure the frand appeared in ihe Heg- 
tsler, subsequent events show that they have both had their 
eyes fixed upon that Convention. 

The fraud having heen apparently successful upon Ihe occa- 
sion, both Harris and Douglas have more than once since then 
been attempting to put it to new uses. As the fisherman's 
wife, whose drowned husband was brought home with his body 
full of eels, said when she was asked, " What was to be done 
with him t" " Take the eels out and set him again ;" so Harris 
and Douglas have shown a disposition to take the eels out of 
that stale fraud by which they gained HaiTis's election, and 
set the fraud again more than once. On the Oih of July, 
ISSH, Doughis attemptt-d a repetition of it upon Trumbull on 
tlie door of the Senate of the United Hlates, as will appear 
from the appendix of the Congressional Globe of that daie. 

On the 9lh of August, Harris attempted it again upon Nor- 
ton in the House of Heprasentativea, as will appear by the 
same documents — the appendix to the Congressional Olobe of 
that date. On the 2l3t of August last, all thi-oe — I^nphier, 
Duuglas, and Hacris — reattemptod it upon me at Ottawa. It 
has been clung to and played out ^ain and again as an ex- 
ceedingly high trump by this bla=sed trio. And now that it 
baa been discovered publicly to be a fraud, we find that Judge 
Douglas manifests no surprise at it at all. He makes no com- 
plaint of Lanphier, who -must have known it to be a fraud 
from the beginning. He, Lanpliier, and Harris, are just as 
cozy now, and just as active in the concoction of new schemes 
as they were before the general discovery of this fraud. Now 
all this is very natural if they are all alike guilty in that 
fi-aud, and it is very unnatural if any one of them is innocent. 
Lanphier perhaps insists that the rule of honor among thieves 
does not quite require him to take all upon himself, and con- 
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scqucntly my friend Judge Douglas finds it difficult to mnke a 
sali^faetory report upon his investiiialion. ]Jut meanwhile 
the three are agreed that eacli m " a wt»i /iwiomb/e man." 

Judge Dooghis requires an endt.rsemeuf of hia truth and 
honor hy a re-elertion to the United States Senate, and he 
makes and reports againpt me and against Judge Trumbull, 
day after day, nharges which we know to be utterly untrue, 
without for a moment seeming to think thwt this one unex- 
plained fraud, which he promised to inveBligaie, iviU be the 
least drawback to hia claim to belief. Hari'is ditto. He asks 
a re-eleclion to the lower House of Congress without seeming 
to remember at all that he is involved in this dishonorable 
fi-aud I The Illinois Slate Register; edited by Lanpbier, then, 
as now, the central organ of both Harris and Douglas, con- 
linues to din the public ear with this assertion without seeming 
to suspect that these assertions are at all lacking in title to belief. 
After all, the question still recurs upon us, how did that 
fraud originally get into the State Register f Lanphier then, as 
now, was the editor of that paper. Lanphier knows. Lan- 
phier cannot be ignorant of how and by whom it was orini- 
nally concocted. Can he be induced to tell, or if he has tofd, 
can Judge Douglas be induced t3 tell how it originally was 
concocted! It may be true that Lanphier insists that the 
two men for whose benefit it was originally devised, shall at 
least bear their share of it ! How that is, I do not know 
and while it remains unexplained, I hope to bo pardoned if 1 
insist that the mere fact of Judge Douglas making ehai^fis 
against Trumbull and myself is not quite sulfieient cvidencc^io 
establish them ! 

"While we were at Freeport, in one of these joint dii^cus- 
sionB, I answered certain interrogatories which Judge Douglas 
had propounded to me, and there in torn propounded some to 
him, wliich he in a sort of way answered. The third one of 
the?e interrogatoiiea I have with me, and wish now to make 
some comments upon it. It was in these words : " If the 
Supreme Court of the United Slates shall decide that the 
Stales cannot exclude slavery fiom their limila, are you iii 
favor of acquiescing in, adheiing to, and following such de- 
cision, as a rule of pohtical action *" 

To this interrogatory Judge Douglas made no answer, in 
any just sense of Ihe woi-d. He contented himself with 
sneering at the thought that it was possible for the Supreme 
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Court ever to make such a decision. He sneered at me for 
propounding the interrogatory. I haji not propounded it 
without some reflection, and 1 wish now to address to this 
audience tome remarks upon it. 

In ihe second clause of the sixth article, I believe it is, of 
the Consiiiution of the United Stats'S, we find the following 
language r "ITiis Constitution and the laws of the United 
States which sliall be made in pursuance thereof; and all 
treaties made, or which sliall be made under the authority of 
the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land ; and 
the Judges in every State shajl he bound thereby, anything 
in the Constitution or laws of any State to the contrary, not- 
withstanding." 

The essence of the Dred Scott case is compressed into the 
sentence which I will now read : " Now, aa we have already 
said in an earlier part of this opinion, upon a dilTerent point, 
the right of property in a slave is distinctly and expressly 
alHrmed in the Constitution." I repeat it, " The right of 
propertij in a slai>e is distinctly aiid erpressly afih-med in tite Con- 
afitiiiioa I " What is it to be " agtiiaed " in the Constitution I 
Made firm In the Constitution — so made that it cannot be 
separated from the Constitution without breaking the Consti- 
tution — durable as the Constitution, and part of the Consti- 
tution. Now, remembering the pi'ovision of the Constitution 
which I have rea<l, affirming that that instrument is the su- 
preme law of the land ; tliat the judges of eveiy State shall 
be bound by it, any law or constitution of any State to the 
contrary, notwilhslanding ; that the right of property in a 
slave is affirmed in that Constitution, is made, formed into, 
and caimot be separated from it witliout breaking it ; durable 
as the instrument! part of the instrument; — what follows as 
a short and even syllogistic argument fi'om iti I think it 
follow?, and I submit to the consideration of men capable of 
arguing, whether as I state it, in syllogistic form, the ai^u- 
ment has any fault in itt 

Nothing in the constitution or laws of any State can de- 
stroy a right disiinctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitu- 
tion of tlie Uniieii States. 

The right of property in a slave is distincily and expressly 
affii-med in the Constitution of the United States. 

Therefore, nothing in the Constitution or laws of any State 
can destroy the right of property in a slave. 
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I believe that no fsiult can be pointed out in that argument ; 
assuming tlie trulh of the premises, tlie conclusion, so far as 
I have capaciry at all to undersland it, follows inevitably 
There is a fault in it as I think, hut the fnult is not in the 
reasoning ; bat the fiilsehood in fiict is a fault of the preaii-ies. 
I believe that the rigjit of property in a slave ia not distinctly 
and GXjiressly affirmed in the Constitution, and Judge Duuglus 
thinks it is. I beUeve that the Supreme Court and the advo- 
cates of that decision may search in vain for the jilace in the 
Constitution where the riglit of a alavo is distinctly and ex- 
pressly alHi-med. I say, therefore, that I think one of the 
premises is not Inie in fact. But it is true with Judge Dous- 
las. It is true with the Supreme Court who pronounced it. 
They are estopped from denying it. and being estopped from 
denymg it, the conclusion follows that the Constitution of the 
United States being the supreme law, no constitution or law- 
can interfere with it. It being affirmed in the decision that 
the right of property in a stave is distinctly and expressly 
affirmed in the Constitution, the conclusion inevitably follows 
that no State law or conrtitution can destroy that right. I 
then say to Judf-e Douglas and to all others, that I think it 
will take a betcer answer than a sneer to show that those who 
have said that the right of property in a slave ia distinctly 
and expressly affirmed in the Coiit-titution, are not prepared 
to show that no constitution or law can destroy that ri"-ht. I 
say I believe it wiU take a far better argument than a mere 
sneer to show to the minds of intelligent men that whoever 
has so said, is not prepared, whenever public sentiment is so 
far advanced as to justify it, to say the other. 

This is but an opinion, -and the opinion of one very humble 
man i but it is my opinion that the Di-ed Hcott decision, as it 
is, never would have been made in its present form if tbo 
party that made it had not been suslained previously by the 
elections. My own opinion is, that the new Droi Scott decis- 
ion, deciding against the right of the people of the States to 
exclude slavery, will never be made, if that party is not sus- 
tained by the elections. I believe, further, that it ia just as 
sure to be made as to-morrow is to come, if that party shall be 
sustained. I have said, upon a former ouca.sion, and 1 repeat 
it now, that the course of argument that Judge Douglas makes 
USB of upon this subject (I charge not his motiveani thb) is 
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preparing the public mind for that new DreilSoott decision. 
1 have asked liirn iigain to point out to me the 'reasons for hia 
first ailhei'cnce to the Dred Seott ciecisinn as it is, I have 
turned his attention to the fact that G-foeral Jackson differed 
with liim in regard to the politica! obligation of a Supreme 
Court decision. I have aslied hia attention lo the fact that 
JettevBon differed witli him in regard to the political obligation 
of a Supreme Court decision. Jefferson aiiiif, that " Judges 
are aa honest as other men, and not more so." And he said, 
subsiantiiilly, that " whenever a free people should give up in 
absolute submission to any department of government, retain- 
ing for themReives no appeal from it, their liberties are gone." 
I have asked his attention to the fact that the Cincinnati plat- 
form, upon which he says he stands, disr^^ards a time-honored 
decision of the Supreme Court, in denying the power of Con- 
gress to establish a National Kank. I have asked his attention 
to tiie fact that he himsfllf was one of the most active instru- 
ments at one time in breaking down the Supreme Court of tJie 
Slate of Illinois, because it had made a decision distasteful to 
Jiim — a struggle ending in the remarkable circumstance of his 
sitting down as one of the new Judges who were to overslaugh 
that decision — getting his title of Judge in that very way. 

So far in this controversy I can get no answer at all from 
Judge Douglas upon these subjects. Not one can I get from 
liim, except that he swells himself up and says, " All of us 
who stand by the decision of the Supreme Court are the 
friends of the Constitution ; all you fellows that dare question 
it in any way are the enemies of the Constitution."^ Now, in 
tills very devoted adherence to this decision, in opposition to 
all the great political leaders whom he has recognized as 
leaders — in opposition to his former .self and history, there is 
something very marked. And the manner in which he ad- 
heres to it — not as being right upon the merits, as be con- 
ceives (because he did not discuss that at all), but as being 
absolutely obligatory upon every one, simply because of 
the source whence it comes — as that which no man can 
gainsay, whatever it may be — this is anotiier marked featuve 
of his adherence to that decision. It marks, it in this respect, 
that it commits him to the next decision, whenever it comes, 
as being as obligatory as this one, since he does not investigate 
it, and won't inquire whether this opinion is right or wrong. 
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So lie takes the next one without inquiring whether il is right 
or wrong. He teaches men this doctrine, and in doing so 
prepares the public mind to fcike the next decision when it 
comes, without any inquiry. In this I think I ai-gue fairly 
(without qa&stioning motives at all), that Judge Douglas is 
most iiigonioualy and powerfully preparing the public mind to 
take that decision when it comes ; and not only so. but he is 
doing it in various other ways. In these general maxims about 
liberty — in hit* assertions that he " don't care whether slavery 
ia Toled up or down ;" that " whoever wants slavery has a 
right to have it ;" that " upon principles of equality it should 
be allowed to go everywhere ;" that " there is no inconsistency 
between free and slave institutions." In this, he is also pro- 
pyl mg (whether purposeSy or not) the way for making the in- 
stitution of slavery national ! ' I repeat again, for I wish no 
misunderstanding, that I do not charge that he means it so ; 
but I call your minds to inquire, if you were going to get the 
best insttument you could, and then set it to work in the most 
iiigemous way, to prepare the public mind for this movement, 
operating in the free States, where there is now an abhorrence 
of the inatilution of slavery, could you And an instrument so 
capable of doing it as Judge Douglas ? or one employed in so 
apt a way to do it ? 

I have said once before, imd I will repeat it now, that Mr. 
Cloy, when he was once answering an objection to tlie Colo- 
rizalion Society, that it had a tendency to the ultimate eman- 
cipation of the slaves, said that " those who would repress all 
tendencies to liberty and ultimate emancipation must do more 
than put down the benevolent efforts of the Colonization So- 
ciety — they mu.'itgohaek to the era of bur hberty and indepeii- 
deiicG, and muzzle the cannon th it thunders its annual joyous 
retui'n — they must blot out the moral hghts around us — they 
must penetrate the human soul, and eradii, ite the hght of rea- 
son and the love of libei-ty !" And 1 do think— I repeat, 
though I said it on a former occasion — th-it Judge Douglas, 
and whoever like him teaches that the negro has no share, 
humble though it may be, in the DscU.ation of Independence, 
is " going back to the rra of our libeity and independence, and, 
so far as in him lies, mnzaiing the cannon tiiut thunders its 
annual joyous retui-n ;" that he is blowing out the moral lights 
around us, when ho ccntends that whoever wants slaves lias 
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a right to hold them ; that he is penetrating, ao far aa lies in 
his power, tlie human sou!, and eradiciiting the light of rea- 
son and the love of Uberty, when he ia in every poss-ible way 
preparing the public mind, by his vast influence, for making 
the institution of slavery perpetual and national. 

There is, my friendf, only one other point to which I will 
call your attention for the rera^ning time that I have left nie, 
and, perhaps, I shall not occupy the entire time that 1 have, 
as that one point may not take me dear through it. 

Among the interrogatories that Judge Douglas propounded to 
me at Freeport, there was one in about this language : "Are 
yoii opposed to the acquisition of any further territory to tlie 
United States, unless slavery shall first be pi'ohibited therein 1" 
I answered as I thought, in this way, that I am not generally 
opposed to the acquisition of additional territory, and that I 
would support a proposition for the acquisition of additional 
territory, according as my supporting it was or was not calcu- 
lated to aggravate this slavery question among us, I then 
proposed to Judge Douglas ■another interrt^fory, which y^as 
correlative to thjt ' Ate jou in f^vor of acquiring addi 
tional territory in disregard ot 1 ow it miy affect us upon Ihe 
slavery question* Jiilge Do igHs ans v«r 1 that i« in his 
own way he answered it. I believe that ailhouirh he took a 
great many words to answer it it was a little moie fully an 
swered than any othei The substance of his -wiswei w w 
that this country woull i,ontinue to expind— Ihit it Moult 
need additional teiritorj — th t it wis as abiuid to sup,. o'!e 
that we could continue upon our piesent leintory enlargi ig 
in population as we aie as it would be to hoop a boy twe \e 
years of age, anl expe t him to grow to ma.n a size «itho«t 
bursting the hoops I believe it was something like that 
Consequently he was in favor of the •icquiaition of fuither 
territory', as fest as we might need it, m disiegard of how it 
might affect the slavery question. I do not say this as giving 
his exact language, but lie said so substantially, and he would 
leave the question of slavery where the territory was ac- 
quired, to be settled by the people of the acquired territory. 
[■' That's the doctrine."] May be it is ; let us consider that 
for a while. This will probably, in the run of things, become 
one of the concrete manifestations of this slavery question. 
Jf Judge Duiighis's policy upon this question succeeds ami gets 
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fairly settled down, until all opposition is crushed out, the next 
thing will be a grab for the territory of poor Mexico, and an 
invasion of the rifh lands of South America, then the atljoin- 
ing isliiiids will follow, each one of which promises additional 
stave fields. And this question is to be left to the people of 
those countries for settlement. When we shall get Mexiro, I 
don't know whelher the Judge will be in favor of the Mexican 
people that we get with It settling that question for themselves 
and all others ; because we know the Judge has a great horroc 
for mongrels, and I understand that the people of Mexico are 
most decidedly a race of mongrels. I understand that there 
is not more than one person there out of eight who is pure 
white, and I suppose from the Judge's previous derlaration 
that when we get Mexico or any considerable portioa of it, 
tha h n U be favor of these mongrels settling the question, 
wh b d g him somewhat into collision with his hor- 

I m mbered, though, that this power of acquiring 

add na y is a power confided to the President and 

& n h U ed Slates. It is a power not under the con- 

tr h p e^ ntatives of the people any further than they, 

the President and the Senate, can be considered repi-esenta- 
tives of the people. Let me illustrate that by a caeo we have 
iu our history. When we acquired the territory from Mexico 
in the Mexican war, the House of Representatives, composed 
of the immediate representatives of the people, all the time in- 
sisted that the territory thus to be acquired should be brought 
in upon condition that slavery should be forever prohibited 
therein, upon the terras and in the language that slavery had 
been prohibited from coming inlo this country. That was in- 
sisted upon constantly, and never failed to call forth an assur- 
ance that any territory thus acquired should have that prohi- 
bition in it, so far as the House of Representatives was con- 
cerned. But at last the President and the Senate acquired the 
territory without asking the House of Representatives any- 
thing about it, and took it without that prohibition. They 
have the power of acquiring territory without the immediate 
representatives of the', people being called upon to say any- 
thing about it, and thus furnishing a very apt and powerful 
means of bringing new territory into the Union, and when it 
is once brought into the counti'y. involving us anew in this 



...Coogic 



216 LIFE AND SPEECHES OF 

slavery ngilation. It is, therefore, as I tliink, a very import- 
ant question for the conaidemtion of the American people, 
whether the pulicy of bringing in additional territory, without 
cotiaidering at all how it will operate npon the safety of the 
Union, in reference to tliis one great disturbing elenieiit in our 
nationHl poiitica, f^hiUl be adopted as the policy of the country. 
You will bear in mind that it is to be acquired, according lo 
the Judpe'a view, os fast as it is needed, and the indefinite 
part of this proposition is tbat we have only Judge Douglas 
and hia class of men to decide how fast it is needed. We 
have no clear and certain way of determining ov demonstrating 
how fast territory is needed by the necessities of the country. 
Whoever wants to go out filibustering, then, thinks that more 
territory is needed. Whoever wants wider slave fields, feels 
sure that some additional tenitory is needed as slave territory. 
Then it is as easy to show the necessity of additional slave 
territory aa it is to assert anything that is incapable of absolute 
demonstration. Whatever motive a man or a set of men may 
havefor making annexation of property or territory, it ia very 
t&'^ap/^assert, h«t much les^ to disprove, that it is necessitry 
for ilie wants of the countty. 

And now it only remains for me to gay that I think it is a 
very grave question for the people of this Union to consi(!er 
whether, in view of the fact that this slaveiy question has been 
the only one that has ever endangered our Republican institu- 
tiona — the only one that has ever threatened or menaced a 
dissolution of the Union — that has ever disturbed us in such a 
way as to make us fear for the perpetuity of our liberty — in 
view of these facta, I think it ia an exceedingly interesting and 
important qucation for this people to consider, whether we 
shall engage in the policy of acquiring additional terdtory, dis- 
carding altogether from our conaderation, wiiile obtaining 
new territory, tlie question hoiv it may affect us in regard to 
this the only endangering element to our liberties and national 
greatness. The Judge's view has been expressed. I, in my 
answer to hia question, have expre?8ed mine, I think it will 
becMjme an important and practical question. Our views are 
before the public. I am willing and anxioua that they should 
consider them fully — that they should turn it about and con- 
sider the importance of the question, and arrive at a just con- 
clusion as to whether it is or it is not wise in the people of 
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tliis Union, in tlie acquiMtion of new territory, to consider 
whether it. will addto the disturbance (hat is exisiing amoncv 
US— whether it will add to the one only danger thatlias ever 
threatened the perpetuity of the Union or of our own liberties. 
I Ihink it is extremely importaut that they shall decide, and 
rightly decide, that question before entering upon that policy. 
And now, my friends, Jiaving said Ihe little I wish to say 
upon this head, whether I have occupied the whole of tlio 
remnant of my time or aot, I believe I could not enter upon 
any new topics so as to treat it fully without transcondiii" my 
time, which I would not for a moment think of doing. I give 
way to Judge Douglas. 



ME. LINCOLN'S SPEECH, 
At Quincy, Iu.., October 13, 1858. 

Ladies ani> Gkotlemes : I have had no. immediate con- 
ference with Judge Douglas, but I will venture to say that ho 
and I wiU perfectly agree that your entire silence, both when 
I speak and when he speaks, will be most agreeable to us. 

In the month of May, 1856, ihe elements of the State of 
Illinois, which have since been consolidated into the Republi- 
can party, assembled together in a State Convention at Uloom- 
ington They adopted at that time, what, in political lan- 
gu^o, is called a platform. In June of the same year, the 
elements of the Eepublican party in the nation assembled to- 
gether m a National Convention at Philadelphia. They 
adopted what is called the National Platform In June. 1 858 
—the present year— the Eepublicans of Ilhnois re-assembled 
at Springfield, in State Comention, and adopted again thar 
platform, as I suppose, not differing in anj aseeutial particu- 
lar troin either of tlie formei ones, but perhaps adding some- 
thing in relation to the new developments of political pron-ress 
in the country. ° 

The Convention that assembled in June last did me the 

honor, if it be one, and I esteem it such, to nominate too as 

their candidate for the United State.? Senate. I have sup- 

10 
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po?crI Ihsit, in entering upon this canvass, I stood generally 
upon tliese platforms. We are now met togetlier on the 13t!i 
of October of the fame year, only four monlhs from the adop- 
lion of the last platform, and I am unaware that in this can- 
vsiss, from the beginning mitll to-day, any one of oav adver- 
Hiiies has taken hold of our plalforma, or laid his finger upon 
imytiiing that he calls wrong in them. 

In the very first one of these joint discu=.'ions between Sen- 
atoi- Douglas asd myself, Senator "Dousla-?, without alluding 
at all to these platforms, or any one of them, of wliich I liave 
epoken, attempted to hold me responsible for a set. of resolu- 
tions passed long before the meeting of either one of these 
Conventions of which I have, spoken- And as a ground for 
holding me responsible for tliese resolutions, he assumed that 
ihey had been passed at a State Convention of the liepubli^iin 
party,, and that I look part in that Convention. It was dis- 
covered afterward that this was en-oneous, that the resolutions 
which lie endeavored to hold me responsible for, had not been 
passed by any State Convention anywhere, had not been 
passed at Springfield, where ho supposed they had, or as- 
sumed that they had, and that they had been passed in no 
Convention in which I had taken part. The Judge, never- 
theless, was not willing to give up the point that he was en- 
deavoring to make upon me, and he therefore thouglit to still 
hold me to the point that he was endeavoring to make, by 
showing that the resolutions that he read, had been passed at 
a local Convention in the northern part of the State, although 
it was not a local Convention that embraced my residence at 
all, nor one that reached, as I suppose, nearer than one hun- 
dred and fifty or two hundred miles of where I was when it 
met, nor one in which I took any part at all. He also intro- 
duced other resolutions, passed at other meetings, and by com- 
bining the whole, idthough they were all antecedent to the 
two State Conventions, and the one National Convention I 
have mentioned, stiil he insisted and now insists, as I under- 
stand, that I am in some way responsible for them. 

At Jonesboro, on our third meeting, I insisted to the Judge 
that I was in no way rightfully held responsible for the pro- 
ceedings of this local meeting or Convention, in which I had 
taken no part, and in which I was in no way embruced ; but 
1 insisted to him that if he thought I was responsible for cvoiy 
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man or every set of men everywhere, wlio liappen to be my 
fnends,_the role oi.glit to work both ways, and he oii"ht to be 
responsible for the acta atifl resolutions of al! men or sets of 
men who were and are now bis supportei-s and friends, and 
gave htm a pretty long string of resolutions, passed by men 
who are now his friends, and annonncing doctrines for which 
lie does not desii-e to he held recponsible. 

This stiU does not satisfy Judge Douglas. He slill adheres 
to Ins proposition, flint I am responsible for what some of my 
(riends in differont parts of the State have done ; but that he 
IS not responsible for what his have done. At least, so I un- 
dei-stgnd him. But in addition to that, the Judge, at our meet- 
ing in Galesburgh, last week, undertakes to establish that I 
am gu.lty of a species of double-deahng with the public— that 
J make speeches of a certain sort in the north, amonff the 
Abolitionists, which I would not make in the south, and that 
1 make speeches of a certain sort in t!ie south which I would 
not make in the north. I apprehend, in the course 1 have 
marked out for myself, that I shall not have to dwell at very 
great length upon this subject. 

As this was done in the Judge's opening speech at Gales- 
burgh, I had an opporlunity, as 1 had the middle speech there, 
of saying something in answer to it. He brought forward a 
quotation or two from a speech of mine, delivered at Chicago, 
and then, to contrast with it, he brought forward an extrai-t 
of a speech of mine at Charleston, in which he insisted that I 
was greatly inconsistent, and insisted that his eonclusion fol- 
lowed that I was playing a double part, and spcakin" in one 
i-egion one way, and in another region another way." 1 have 
not time now to dwcU on this as long as I would like, and 
■wish only now to i-equotp that portion of my speech at Charles- 
ton, which the Judge quoted, and then make some comments 
upon-it. This he quotes from me as being delivered at Cliarles- 
ton, and I believe correctly : " I will say, then, that I am 
not, nor ever have been, in favor of bringing aboutj in any 
way, the socuU and political equality of the white and black 
races— that I am not, nor ever have been, in favor of makin.- 
voters or juiors of negroes, nor of qualifying them to hold of^ 
hce, nor to intermiirry with white people ; and I will say in addi- 
tion to this, that there is a physical difference between the white 
and black races which will ever forbid the two races livin" to- 
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gether on terms of social and political equality. And inas- 
much as they cannot so live, while they do remain togethei"! 
there must be the posiiion of superior and inferior. I am as 
much as any other man in favor of having the supei-iof position 
assigned to Ihe white race." This, I believe, is the entire 
quotation from the Charleston speech, as Judge Douglas made 
it. His comments are as follows : 

" Yes, here you find men who hurrah for Lincoln, and say 
he is right when he discards all distinclion between races, or 
when he declares that he discards the doctrine that tiiere is 
such a thing as a superior and inferior race ; and Abolitionists 
lire required and expected to vote for Mr. Lincoln because he 
goes for the e^jnality of races, holding that in the Declaration 
of Independence the white man and negro were declared equal, 
and endowed by law with equality. And down south with 
the old line Whigs, with the ICentuckiaas, the V'ii^inians, and 
Ihe Tennesseans, he tells you thei-e is a physical difference be- 
tween the races, making the one superior, ihe other inferior, 
and he is in favor of maintaining the superiority of the white 
race over the negro." 

Those are the Judge's comments. Now I wish to show you, 
that a month — or, only lacking three days of a month — before 
I made the speech at Charleston, wiiich the Judge quotes from, 
he had, himself, heard me say substantially the same thing. 
It was in our firat meetmg, at Ottawa — and I will say a word 
about where it was, and the atmosphere it was in, after awhile 
— hut at our first meeting, at Ottawa, I read an extract from 
an old speech of mine, made nearly four years ago, not merely 
to show my sentiment", but 10 show that my sentiments wore 
long entertained and openly expressed; in which extract I 
expressly declaied that my own feelings would not admit a 
social and political equality between the white and black races, 
and that even if my own feelings would admit of it, I still 
knew that the public sentiment of the country would not, and 
that such a thing was an utter impossibility, or substantially 
ihat. That extract from my old speech, the reporters, by 
some sort of accident, passed over, and it was not reported. 
I lay no blame upon anybody. I suppose they thought that 
I would hand it over to them, and dropped reporting while I 
was reading it, but afterward went away witliout getting it 
from me. At the end of that quotation from my old speech. 
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which I read at Ottawa, I made the comments which were 
reported at that time, and which I will now read, and ask you 
to notice how very near]y they are the same as Judge Doa^ks 
saj^ were delivered by me, down in Egypt. After reading I 
added these words: "Now, gentlemen, I don't wan't to read at 
any great length, but this is the true complexion of all 1 have 
ever said in regard lo the institution of slavery or the black 
race, and this is the whole of it ; anything thaf amues me 
into his idea of perfect social and pohiioal equality with the 
negro, is_but a specious and fantastical airangement of words 
by which a man can prove a horse-chestnut to be a chestnut- 
horse. I will say here, wiiile upon this subject, that I have 
no purpose, directly or indirectly, to interfere with the insti- 
tution in the States where it exists. I believe I have no right 
to do so. I have no inclination to do so. - 1 have no purpose 
to introduce political and social equality between the white 
and black races. There is a physical difference between the 
two, which, in my judgment, will probably forever forbid their 
living together on the footing of perfect equality, and inas- 
much as it becomes a necessity that there must be a difference 
I, as well as Judge Douglas, am in favor of the race lo which 
1 belong having the superior position. I have never said any- 
thing to the conti'ary, but I hold that, notwithstanding all this, 
there ,s no reason in the world, why the negro is not entitled 
to all the rights enumerated in the Declaration of Independ- 
ence—the right of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 
I hold that he is as much entitled to these as the white man 
I agree with Judge Douglas, that he is not my equal in many 
respects, certiiinly not ia color— perhaps not in intellectual 
and moral endowments ; but in the right to eat the bread 
without the leave of anybody else, which his own hand earns 
he IS my equal, and the equal of Judge Douglas, and the equal 
of every other man. " 

r have chiefly introduced this for the purposeof meetin" the 
Judge's charge that tiie quotation he took from my ChariSton 
speech was what I would say down south among the Ken- 
tuckians, the Virginian?, etc., but would not say in the regions 
in which wassupposed to be more of the abolition element, 1 
now make this comment : That speech, fi-om which I have 
now read the quotation, and which is there given correctly, 
peihaps (00 much so for good taste, was made away up north 
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in the abolition district of tliis State par exceUence — in tlie 
Lovejoy District— in the personal presence of Lovejoy, for he 
was on the stand with us when I made it. It had been made 
and put in print in that region only three days less than a 
month before-the speech made at Charleston, the like of which 
Judge Douglas thinks I ivould not make where there was any 
Abolition element. I only refer to this matter to say that I 
am altogether unconscious of having attempted any double- 
dealing anywhere — that upon one occasion I may say one 
tiling and leave other things unsaid, and vice versa ; but that I 
have said anything on one occasion that is inconsistent with 
what I have said elsewhere, I deny — at least I deny it so far 
asthe intention is concerned. I find that I have devgted to 
this topic a larger portion of my time than I had intended. I 
wished to show, but I will pass it upon this occasion, that in 
the sentiment I have occasionally advanced upon the Declara- 
tion of Independence, I am entirely borne out by the senti- 
ments advanced by our old Whig leader, Henry Clay, and I 
have the book here to show it from ; but because I have al- 
ready occupied more time than I intended to do on that topic, 
I pass over it. 
_ At Galesbut^h I fried to show that by the Dred Scott de- 
cision, pushed to its legitimate con8e([«ences, slavery would he 
established in all t!ie States as well as in the ten-itories. I did 
this because, upon a former occasion, I had asked Jnd^e 
Douglas, whether, if the Supreme Coui't should make a decfs- 
lon declaring that the Stales had not the power to exclude 
slavery from their limits, he would adopt and follow that de- 
cision as a rule of political action ; and because he had not 
directly answered that question, but had merely contented 
himself with sneering at it, I agwn introduced it, and tried to 
show that the conclusion that I stated followed inevitably and 
logically from the proposition already decided by the court. 
Judge Douglas had the privilege of replying to me at Gales- 
burgh, and again he gave me no direct answer as to whether 
he would or would not sustain such a decision if made. I 
give him this third chance to say yea' or no. He is not 
obliged to do either— probably he will not doeither— but Igive 
Inm the third chance. I tried to show then that this result — 
this conclusion inevitably followed from the point already de- 
cidi^d by the cunrf. The Judge, in his reply, again sneers at 
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the tliongbt of (lie court making any such decltion, and in (he 
course of his remarl;a upon this Bubjeet, uses the language 
which I will now read. Speakiug of me the Judge saya ; 

" He goes on and insists that the Dred Scott decision would 
carry slavery into the free States, notwithstanding the de«i^ 
ion itself says the contrary," And he adds: "Mr. Lincoln 
knows that there is no member of the Supreme Court that 
holds that doctrine. He knows that every one of them in 
their opinions held the reverse," 

I especially introduce this subject again for the purpose of 
Baying that 1 have the Dred Scott decision here, and [ will 
thank Judge Douglas to lay his finger upon the place in the 
entire opinions of the court where any of them " says the con- 
trary." It is very hard to afBrm a negative with entire con- 
fidence. I say, however, that I have examined that decision 
with a good deal of care, as a lawyer examines a decision, 
and so far as I have been able to do so, the court has nowhere 
in its opinions said that the Slates have the power to exclude 
slavery, nor have ibey used other language substantially that. 
I also say, so far as I can find, not one of the concurring 
Judges ha.« said that the States can exclude slavery, nor said 
anything that was substanliiUly that. The nearest (ipproach 
that any one of them has made to it, so far as I can find, was 
by Judge Nelson, and ihe approach he made to it wa*^ psactly, 
ill sutetaace, the Nebiaska bill — that tlie States had the ex- 
clusive power over the question of slavery, so far as they are 
not limited by the Cunsritution of the United States, I asked 
the question therefore, if the non-concuriing Judges, McLean 
or Curtis, had asked to get an express declaration that the 
States could absolutely exclude slavery from their limits, what 
reason have we to believe that it would not havebeen voted 
down by the majority of the Judges, just as Chase's amend- 
ment was voted down by Judge Doughis and his compeers 
when it was offered to the Nebraska bill. 

Also at Galesbai^l), I said somelliing in regard to thofa 
Spiinglield resolutions that Judge Douglas attempted to use 
npon me at Ottawa, and commented at some length upon the 
fact that they were, as presented, not genuine, judge Doug- 
las in bis reply to me seemed to be somewbat exasperated. 
He said he would never have believed that Abraham Lincohi, 
as lie kindly called me, would have atfempled such a tiling aa 
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Iliad attempted upon that occasion; and amoii" other ex- 
preesions wliicli lie used toward me, was that I dared to say 
forgery— thnt I had dai-ed to say forgery [tumiug to Judge 
DoHglas]. Yes, Judge, I did dare to say forgery. But in this 
political canvass, the Judge ought to remember that I was not 
ihe first who dm-ed to say forgery. At Jncksonville Judge 
Douglas made a speech in answer to something said by Judge 
TrumbuU, and at the close of what he said upon that subject, 
lie diii-ed to say that Trumbull had foiled his evidenre. He 
wiid, too, that he should not concern himself with Trumbull 
any more, but iherpaiYer he should hold Lincoln responsible 
for the alandei-s upon him. When I met him at Clmrleslon 
after that, allhough I think that I should not have noticed the 
subject if he had not said he would hold me responsible for it 
I spread out. before him the statements of the evidence that 
Judge Trumbull had used, and I asked Judge Douglas, piece 
by piece, to put his finger upon one piece of all that' evidence 
that he would say was a forgery 1 When 1 went through 
wilh each and every piece, Judge Douglas did not dai'e then 
1o say that any piece of it was o. forgery. So it seems that 
thei'c arc some things Ihaf Judge Dougla.^ dares to do, and 
some that he dares not to do. 

A voice — " It's the same thing wjth you." 
Mr. Lincoln— Yes, sir, it's the same thing wiili me. I do 
dare to eay forgery when it's true, and don't dare to say 
forgery when it's fiUse. Now, I will say here to the audience 
and to Judge Douglas, I have not dared to say he commitled a 
forgery, and I never shall until I know it ; but I did dare (o 
say— just to suggest to the Judge— that a forgery had been 
committed, which by his own showing had been traced to him 
and two of his friends. I dared to suggest to him that he 
had expressly promised in one of liis public speeches to inves- 
tigate that matter ; and I dared lo suggest to him that thei-e 
was an implied promise that when he investigated it he would 
make known the result. I dared to suggest to the Judge that 
he could not expect to be quite clear of suspicion of that fraud, 
for since the lime that promise was made he had been with 
those friends, and had not kept his promise in regard to the 
investigation and the report, upon it, I am not a very dm ing 
man, but I dared ihat much, Judge, and I am not much 
scared about it yet. When the Judge saj's he woukhi't have 
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believed of Abraham Lincoln tliat lie would have made such an 
attempt as that, he reminds me of the fact that he entered 
upon this canvas's wltU' the purpose to treat me courteously ; 
that touched me somewhat. It sets me to thinking. I wfas 
aware, when it was first agreed that Judge Douglas and I 
were to have these seven-joint discussions, that they were 
the successive acts of a drama— perhaps I sliould say, to bo 
enacted not merely in the face of audiences like this, but in 
the fxce of the nation, and lo some extent, by my relation to 
hnn and not fiom anything in myself, in the face of the 
world i nd r am anxious that they should be conducted with 
dignity and m the good temper which would be befittin" the 
vust au liente befoie which they were conducted. But when 
Judge Douglas got home fram Washington and made his first 
speech inChicago, the evening afterward I made some sort of a 
reply to it. His second speech was made at Bioomtnglon, in 
which lie commented upon my speech at Chicago, and said that 
I had used language ingeniously contrived to conceal my inten- 
tions,_or words to that eflect. Now, I underafand that this 
IS an imputation upon lay veracity and my candor. I do not 
know what the Judge understood by it ; but in our first dis- 
cussion at Ottawa, he led off by charging a bargain, somewhat 
corrupt in its character, upan Trumbull and myself— that we 
had entered into a bargain, one of the terms of which was that 
Trumbull was lo abolitionize the old Deinoeratic party, and I 
(Lincoln) was lo abolitionize the old Whig party— I pretend- 
ing to be as good an old line Whig as ever. Judge Douglas 
may not understand that he implicated my truthfulness and 
my honor, when he said I was doing one thing and pretendino- 
another; and I misunderstood him if he thought he was Ireat- 
mg me la a dignified way, as'a man of honor and truth, as he 
now claims he was disposed to treat me. Even after that 
time, at Galesburgh, when he brings forward an extract from 
a speech made at Chicago, and an extract from a speech 
made at Charleston, to prove that I was trying to play a 
double part— and that I was trying to cheat the public, and 
get votes upon one set of principles at one place and upon 
another set of principles at another place— I do not under- 
siand but what he impeaches my honor, my veracity, and" 
ray candor, and because he does this, I do not understand that 
I am bound, if I see a truthful gi-oiind for it, to keep my 
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haniJs off him. As soon as I learned that Joiige Douglas was 
disposed lo treat me in this way, I signified in ono of my 
speeches tljat I should be driven to draw upon whatever of 
humble resources I might have — to adopt a new course wiih 
hira. I WHS not entirely sure that I should be able to hoM 
my own with him, but I at least liad the purpose made to do 
as well as I could upon him ; and now I say that I will not 
be the first to cry "hold." I think it originated with tiie 
Judge, and if he quits, I probably will. But I shall not ask 
any favors at all. He asks me, as he asks the audience, if I 
wish to push this matter to the point of personal difficulty. I 
tell him, no. He did not make n mistake, in one of his early 
speeches, when he calls me an "amiable" man, though per- 
haps he did when he called me an "intelligent" man. It 
really hurts me very much to suppose that I have wronged 
anybody on earth. I again tell liim, no ! I very much pre- 
fer, when this canvass shall be over, however it may result, 
that we at least part without any bitter recollections of per- 
sonal dijficulties. ^ 

The Judge, in his concluding speech at Galesbui^h, says 
that I was pushing this matter to a personal difficulty, to 
avoid the responsibility for the enormity of my principles. I 
say to the Judge and this audience now, that I will again 
state our principles as well as I hastily can in all their enor^ 
mity, and if the Judge hereafter chooses to confine himself to 
a. war upon these principles, ho will probably not find me de- 
parting irom the siine course 

We have in this nation this element of domestic slavciy. 
It is n matter of abiolntc certamty that it is a disturbing ele- 
ment. It IS the opinion of all the great men who liave ex- 
pressed an opinion upon it, tbit it is a dangerous element. 
We keep up a contiover^y in regaid to it. That controversy 
necessardy springs from difleienco of opinion, and if we can 
learn exactly — can reduce to the lowest elements — what that 
difference of opinion is, we perhaps shall be better prepared 
for discussing the different systems of policy that we would 
propose in regard to that disturbing element. I suggest that 
the difference of opinion, reduceil to its lowest terms, is no 
other than the difference between the men who think slavciy 
a wrong and those who do not think it wrong. The Itepub- 
lioaii piirty think it wrong — we think it is a moral, a S!ii:l;il, 
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and a politicwl wroiijr- We think it is a wi'ong not confining; 
ilself merely to ibe ]jergoiis or the States where it exists, biit 
Ihnt it 13 a wrong in its tendency, to say tiie least, that ex- 
tends itself to the existence of the whole nation, ilecause we 
tliink it wrong, we propose a course of policy that, shall deal 
with it as a wrong. We deal with it as with any other 
wrong, in so far as we can prevent its growing any lai^er, and 
so deal with it that in the run of time there may be some 
promise of an end to it. We have a due regard to the actual 
presence of it among us and the difRculties of getting rid of it 
in any satisfaetorj way, and all the constitutional obligations 
thrown about it. I suppose that in i-eference both to its ac- 
tual existence in the nation, and to our constitutional obliga- 
tions, we ha?e no right at all to disturb it in the Slates where 
it. exists, and we profess that we have no more indination to 
disturb it than we have the right to do it. We go farther 
than thai ; we don't propose to disliub it where, in one in- 
stsince, we think the Constitution would permit us- We think 
the Constitution would permit us to disturb it in the District 
of Columbia. Still we do not propose to do that, unless it 
should be in teiins which I don't suppose the nation ia very 
likely soon to agree to — the terms of making the emancipation 
gradual and compensating the unwilling ownera. Where we 
suppose we have the constitutional right, wo restrain our- 
selves in reference to the actual existence of the institution 
and the diHicullies tlu'own about it. We also oppono it as an 
evil BO far as it seeks to spread itself. We insist on tiio poiiigf 
that shall restrict it to its present limits. We don't suppose 
that in doing this we violate anything due to the actual pres- 
ence of the institution, or anything due lo the constitutional 
gii^vianlies thrown around it. 

We oppose the Dred Scott decision in a certain way, upon 
which i ought, perhaps, to address jou a few words. We do 
not propose that when Dred Scott has been decided to be a 
slave, by the court, we, as a mob, will decide him to be free. 
We do not propose that, when any other one, or one thousand, 
shall be decided by that court to be slaves, we will in any vio- 
lent way disturb the rights of property thus settUd ; but we 
nevertheless do oppose that decision as a polRicat rule, which 
slial! be binding on the voter to vote for nobody who thinks it 
wrong, which shall be binding ou the members of Congress or 
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the President lo favor no measure lljat does not actUHlly con- 
cur with tiie principles of that ciccision. We do not propose 
to be bound by it aa a political rule in that way, because we 
think it lays the foundafioa not merely of enlarging and 
spreading out what we conrfder an evil, but it lays tbe fouii- 
datiou for spreading that evil into the States themselves. We 
propose BO resisting it as to have it reversed if wo can, and a 
new judicial rule eatablisbed upon this subject 

1 will add this, that if there be any man who does not be- 
lieve that j=laveiy ia wrong in the thi-ee aspects which I have 
■ mentioned, or iu any one of them, that man is misplaced, and 
ought to leave us. While, on the othej hand, if tliere be anj- 
man in the Itepublican party who is impatient ovei- the neces- 
sity Fpringing from its actual presence, and is impatient of 
the constitutional guaranties thrown around it, and would act 
in disregard of tliese, he too is misplaced, sfjinding with us. 
He will find his pliice somewhere else ; for we have a due re- 
gard, so far as we are capable of understanding them, for all 
theae things. * This, gentlemen, aa well as I can give it, is a 
plain statement of our principles in all their enormil_y. 

I will cay now, that tliere is a sentiment in the comif ly con- 
trary to me — a senliment which holds that slavery is not 
wrong, and therefore it goes for the policy that does not pro- 
pose dealing with it as a wrong. That policy is the Demo- 
cratic policy, and that sentiment is the Democi-atic sentiment. 
If there be a doubt in the mind of any one of this vast audience 
that this is really the central idea of the Democratic party, in 
relation to this subject, I ask him to bear with me while I 
state a few things tending, as I think, lo prove that proposi- 
tion. In tbe first place, the leading man— I think I may do 

my friend. Judge Douglas, the honor of caUing him such 

advocating the present Democratic policy, never himself aays 
it is wrong. He has the high distinction, so far aa I know, of 
never hai ing said slavery is either right or wronn-. Almost 
eveiybody else says one or the other, but the Judge never does, 
if there be a man in the Democratic party who thinks it ia 
wrong, and yet clings to that party, I suggest to him in tlie first 
place that his lejjder don't talk as he does, for he never savs tliat 
It is wrong. In the second place, I suggest to him thiit if 
he will examine the policy proposed to be tarried forvvai-d, he 
will Jind that he carefully excludes tlie idea ihat there is aity- 
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thing TiTOEg in it. If you will examine the argumeiite Ihat 
ore made on it, you will find tliat every one carefullv excludes 
the idea that there' is anyihing wrong iu slavery.' Perbah.s 
that Demoernt who says he is as much opposed to slavery as 1 
am, will tell me that I am wrong about this. I wish him to 
examine his own course in regard to this matter a moment 
and then see if his opinion will not be changed a litlle. You 
Bay it is wrong ; but don't you eonstantly object to anybodv 
else saying sol Do you not constantly axgae that this Ls no't 
the right place to oppose it ? You say it must not be oppo.wd 
in the free States, because slavery ia not here ; it must not he 
opposed in the slafe States, because it is there ; it must not 
be opposed in politics, because that will make a fuss ; it must 
not be opposed in the pulpit, because it is not religion. Then 
wJiere is the.place to oppose it? There is no suitable place to 
o, [lose it. There is no plan in the countiy to oppose this evil 
f^-erspreading the continent, which you say yourself is coming, 
■'rank Blair and Gratz Brown tried to get up a system of 
gradual emancipation in Missouri, had an election in August 
and got beat, and you, Mr. Democrat, tl rew up youi' hat, 
and hallooed " Hurrah for Democracy." Wo, I say again, tliat 
in regard to the arguments that ai-e made, when Judge Doug- 
hia says he " don't care whether slavery is voted up or voted 
down," whether he means that as an individual expresdon of 
sentiment, or only as a sort of statement of his views on na- 
tional policy, it is alike true to say that he can thus ar-ue 
logically if he don't see anything wrong in it ; but he cannot 
say so logically if he adrails Ihat slavery is wron". He c:»i- 
not say that he would as soon see a wrong voled°up as voted 
down. Wlien Judge Douglas says, that whoever or whatever 
community wants slaves, they have a right to have them he 
is perfectly l(^ical if there is nothing wrong in the institution ■ 
but if you admit ihat it is wrong, he cannot logically say that 
anybody has a right to do wrong. When he says that slave 
property and hoise and hog property are alike, to be allowed 
to go imo the territories, upon the principle of equality, he is 
reasoning truly, if there is no difference between them as prop- 
erty i but if the one is property, held rightfujly.&nd the other 
is wrong, then there is no equality between the right and 
wrong ; so that, turn it In any way you can, in nil tlie argu- 
ments sustaining tlie Democratic pohcy, and iu that policy it- 
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self, there is a carefii), f-tudied exclusion of the idea tliiit tliere 
is iinjtliing wrong in f-kvery. Let us understand this-. I am 
not, just here, trying to prove that we are right and they are 
wrong. I have been Etiiting ivliere we and they stand, and 
trying to Bhow what is the real difference between us ; and I 
now %ay, that whenever we can get the question distinctly 
staled— can get all these men who believe that slavery is in 
Fome of these respects wrong, to stand and act with ua in 
irealing it as a wrong — then, and not till then, I think we will 
in Fome way come to an end of Ihis slavery agitation. 



ME. LINCOLJI'S REPLY TO ME. DOUGLAS, 
At Auton, Ii.t.., Odoba- 15, 1858. 

Ladiks AKp Gii:KTI.E3iKN : I have been somewhat, hi my 
own mind, complimented by a large poriion of Judge Doug- 
las's speech — I mean that portion which he devotes to the con- 
troversy between himself and the present Administration. 
This is the seventh time Judge Douglas and myself have met 
in these joint discussions, and he hap been gradually imprav- 
ing in regard to his war with the Administration. At Quiiicy, 
day before yesterday, he was a little more severe upon the Ad- 
ministration than I had heard liim upon any occaf<ion, and I took 
pains to compliment hiui for ii. I then told him to "Give it 
to them with all flie power he had ;" and as some of them 
were present, I told them I would be very much obliged if 
they would give it to him in about the same way. I take it he 
has now vastly improved upon Ihe attack he made then upon 
the Administration. I flatter myself he has really taken my 
advice on Ihis subject. All I can say now is to recommend 
to him and to them what I then commended — to prosecute 
tlie war against one another in the most vigorous manner. I 
say to them again — " Go it, husband ! — Go itt bear !" 

There is one other thing I will mention before I will leave 
this brand of tl e d scussion — although I do not consider it 
mud of my b s 1 e*"", any way. I refer to that part of the 
Judges reraaiks 1 e -a he undertakes to involve Mr. Buchanan 
in an incons slen j He reads somothingfrom Mr. Buchanan, 
from wlich he u 1 takes to involve hiai in an inconfialency ; 
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and he gels soraetiiiiig of a dieer for iiaving done so. I 
would only remind the Judge that while he is very valiantly 
fighting for the Nebraska hill and the repeal of the Missouri 
Compromise, it has been but a litlle whiie since he was the 
raliant adiocate of the Missouri Compromise. I want to 
know if Buchaifiin has not as much right to be inconsdstSnt as 
Douglas has ? Has Douglas the erclzmive right, in this country, 
of heing on all sides of all qi/eslionB t Is nobody allowed thiit 
high privilege but himaeif ? Is heto have an enlire monopoly 
on that Buhject f 

So far as Judge Douglas addrcFsed his speech to me, or so 
fiir as it was about me, it is my business to pay some atten- 
tion to it. I have heard the judge state two or three limes 
■what he has stated to-day — that in a speech which I made at 
Springfield, Illinois, I had in a very especial maimer com- 
plained that the Supreme Court in the Di-ed Scolt case had de- 
cided that a negi'O could never be (i ciiizon of the United 
Stales, I have, omitted, by some accident, heretofore, to an- 
alyze this statement, and it is required of me to notice it now. 
In point of fact it is untrue. I never have complained eapccia//y 
of the Dred Scott decision because it held that a negro could 
not be a citizen, and the Judge is always wrong when hesays 
I ever did so complain of it. I have (he speech here, and I 
will thank him, or any of his friends, to ehow where I 
said that a negro should bo a citizen, and complained es- 
pecially of the Dred Scott decision because it declared he 
could not be one. I have done no such thing, and Judge 
Douglas so persistently insisting that I have done so, has 
strotigly impressed me with the belief of a predetermination 
on his part to misrepresent me. He could not get his founda- 
tion for insisting that X vrm in favor of this negro equality 
anywhere else as well as he could by assuming that untrue 
propoailion. Let me tell this audience what is true in regard 
to that matter ; and the means by which tliey may correct me 
if 1 do not tell tiiem truly is by a recurrence to the speech 
itsel£ I spoke of the Dred Scott decision in my Spi'ingfield 
speech, and I was then endeavoring to prove that the Dred 
Scott decision was a portion of a system, or scheme, to make 
slavery national in this country. I pointed out what things 
had been decided hy the court. I mentioned as a fact that 
they had decided that a negro could not bo a citizen— that 
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they had done so, as I supposed, to deprive the neori umler 
all circumstances, of the remotest possibili y of ever b co niog 
a citizen and claiming the rights of a cif zen of tl e U ted 
States under a. ceitain clause of the Coi 1 1 t on I stated 
tliat, without making any complaint of it at 11 I tl en went 
on and stated the other points decided in tl e case amely : 
that the bringihg of a negro in the State of III ois i d hold- 
ing him ii! sJavei-y foi' two yeara here was a matter in reg^inl 
to which they would not decide whether it would make him 
free or not ; that they decided the further point that lakmg 
him into a United States Territory where slavery was pro- 
hibited by act of Congress, did not make him free, because 
tjiatact of Congress, as tliey held, was unconstitutional. I 
mentioned these three things as making up the points decided 
ill (hat case. I mentioned them in a lump taken in comiectiou 
with the introduction of Ihe Nebraska bill, and the amend- 
ment of Chase, ofiered at the time, declaratory of the right of 
the people of the Territories to exclude slavery, which was 
voted down by the friends of the bill. I mentioned all the^e 
things together, as evidence fending to prove a combination 
and conspiracy to make the institution of slavery national. In 
that connection and in that way I mentioned the decision on 
the point that a negro could not be a citizen, and in no other 



Out of this, Judge Douglas builds up his beautiful fabrica- 
tion — of my purpose to introduce a perfect, social, and polit- 
ical equality between Ihe white and black races. His asser- 
tion that I made an " especial objection" (tliat is his exact 
language) lo the decision on this account, is untrue in point 

Now, while I am upon this subject, and as Heniy Clay has 
been alluded lo, I desire to place myself, in connection with 
Mr. Chiy, as nearly right before this people as may be. I am 
quite aware what ihe Judge's object is here by ^11 these allu- 
sions. He knows that we are before an audience, having 
strong sympathies southward by relationsliip, place of birtli, 
»nd so on. He desires to place me in an extremely Abolition 
attitude. He read upon a former occasion, and alludes with- 
out reading to-day, lo a portion of a speech which I delivered 
in Chicago. In his quotations from that speech, as he has 
wade them upon former occasions, the extracts were taken in 
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•iich a «■»,«,, I .oppose, bring, thom williin the deflnilion of 
what 1, 0.1 ed j««»,_i.king portion, of a ,pe«ch whioh, 
when taken by themseives, do not present the entire sense of 
the speakM- «, expressed at the lime. I propose, therefore, 
out of that same speech, to show how one portion of it which 
he skip[«d orer (taking an eitract bofore and an extract after) 
will give a different idea, and the true idea I intended to con- 
v,y It will take TO lonio little time to read it, hot I believe 
I win occnpy the time that way. 

Too have heni-d him frequently allode to my conlroverm, 
with him m p^ard to the Declaration of Independence. I 
confess that I have had a ,tr iggle with Judge Dou»las on that 
matter, and I will try briefly to place mySlf right i„"'S 
iJ "'""■»,'"'«?'»» , I wii-and it i, between the oiliSet, 
Sa^Sl: '■■' '"''" '"••' "* •<""''■ '•""■■" '" ^^^"^ 
"It may ho argue 1 ibat there are certain condition, ihat 
make neccit es and i npo c them upon us, and to the cMenl 
that a neocity i, imposed upon a man ho must ,ubmit to it 
I Ihmk that wa. the oondilion in wliioh we found ourselves 
when we e,l»blished this govornmenl. Wo had slave, amon. 
u. 1 we could not get oar Constitution ualeM we permitted 
them to remam m slavery , we oouid not secure the good we 
did secure If we grasped for more sand haviuT, hy necessitv 
.ubmitted to that much, it doe, not destroy the principle ihS 
1 the oharter of our hbertien Let Iho charter Amain .a, „„,• 
standard." 

Now I have upon all occasions declared as strongly as Jud^e 
UougUi, against the disposition to interfere with the exisii;. 
nsi.tolion of slavery. You hear me read it from the aimS 
speech from which he takes garbled oitraol. for the purocse 

^Irr? "'■" '°".° '"'P';?"" " '"'"<■•'• ""' the lusUto- 
tion of s^aveiy, and establish a perfect social and poUtical 
equality between negroes and white people 

Allow me, while upon tliia subject, briefly to present one 
other extract from a speech of mine, lior. than a yea, L at 
Springfleld, m di«iu„ing this very same question, soon "after 
J udge Douglas took his ground that negroes were not included 
in the Declaration of Independence 1 "c not inciuuea 

" I think the authors of that notable instrument intended to 
include oa men, but they did not mean to declare all me^ 
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equal in all ret^ecls. Tliey did not mean to say all men were 
equal in coloi', size, intellect, moral development, or social 
capacity. They defined with tulerabie distlnclnesa in what 
they (lid consider all men created equal — equal in certain ina- 
lienable rights, among which are life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness. This they said, and tliis they meant. They 
did not mean to assert the obvious untruth, thst all were then 
actually enjoying that equality, or yet, that they were about 
to confer it immediately upon Ihem. In fiict they had no 
power to confer such a boon. They mefuit simply to declare 
the righl, so that the enforcement of it might ibllow as fast aa 
circumstances should permit. 

" They meant to set up a standard maxim for free society 
which should be familiar to all : constantly looked to, coji- 
Btantly labored for, and even, though never perfectly attained, 
constantly approximated, and thereby constantly spreading 
and deepening its influence, and augmenting the happiness and 
value of life to all people, of ail colors, evei'ywhere." 

There again are tli« sentiments"! have expressed in regard 
to the Declaration of Independence upon a former occasion — 
sentiments which have been put in print and read wherever 
anybody cared to know what so humble an individual aa my- 
self chose to say in regard to it. 

At Galesburgh, the other day, I said in answer to Judge 
Douglas, that three years ago tliere never had been a man, so 
far as I knew or believed, in the whole world, who had said 
that the Declai'ation of Independence did not include n^roes 
in the term " all men," I re-aasert it to-day. I assert that 
Judge Douglas and all Ida friends may search the whole 
records of the country, and it will be a matter of great aston- 
ishment to me if they shall be able to ^nd that one human 
being, three years ago, had ever uttered the astounding senti- 
ment that the term " all men " in the Declaratiou did not 
include the negro. Do not let me be misunderstood. I know 
that more than three years ago there were men who, finding 
this assertion constantly in the way of their schemes to bring 
about the ascendency and perpetuation of slavery, denied the 
truth of it. I know that Mr. Calhoun and all the poli;iciain 
of his school denied the truth of the Declaration. I know 
that it ran along in the mouths of some Southern men for a 
period of years, ending at last in that shameful, though rather 
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forcible, declaration of Peltit, of Indiana, upon the floor of the 
United States Senate, that tha Dedaraiion of Independence 
was, in that respect, "a self-evident lie," rather than a self- 
evident truth. But I say, with a perfect knowledge of all tliia 
hawking at the Declaration without directly attacking it, that 
three yearsago there never had lived a man who had ventured 
to assail It, in the sneaking way of pretending to believe it and 
then asserting it did not include the negro. I believe the first 
man who ever said it was Chief Justice Taney in the Bred 
Scott case, and the next to liini was our friend, Stephen A. 
Douglas. And now it has become the catchword of the 
entire party. I would lilte to call upon hia friends everywhere 
to consider how they have come in so short a time to view this 
matter in a way so entirely different from their former beliefs 
to aak whether they are not being borne along by an irresisti- 
ble current — whither, they know not ? 

In answer to ray proposition at Galesburgh, last week, I 
see that some man in Chicago has got up a letter, addressed to 
the Chicago Tones, to show, as he professes, that somebody /lad 
said so before ; iind he signs himself « An Old-Line Whig," if 
I remember correctly In the first place, I wouid say he was 
not an old-line Whig. I am somewhat acquainted with old- 
line Whigs. I was with ihe old-line Wiiigs fi-oni the ovi'nn 
to_ the end of that parly; I became pretty welt acquainted 
with them, and I know they always bad some sense, whatever 
else you could ascribe to them. I know there never was one 
who had not more sense than to try to show by tlie evidence 
he produces that some man had, prior to the time I named 
said that negroes wore not included in the tejm " all men" in 
the Declaration of Independence. What is the evidence he 
produces? I will bring forward hia evidence, and let you see 
what lie offers by way of showing that somebody more than 
three years ago had said ni^oes were not included in the Dec- 
laration. He brings forward part of a speech from Henry 
C[ay—ihe part of tAe speech of Henry Clay which I used lo 
bring forward to prove precisely the contrary. I ^uesa we are 
surrounded to some extent to-day bythe old friends of Mr 
Clay, and they wilt bo glad to hear anything fi-ora that author- 
ity. While he was in Indiana a man presented a petition to 
liberate his negroes, and lie (Mr. Clay) made a speech in an- 
swer to it, which 1 suppose he enrefully wrote out himsolf and 
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caused to be publis^hed. I have before me an extract from 
that speech, which constitules the evitJence this pretended 
" Old-Line Whig" at Chit-iigo brought forward to show iLnt 
Mr. Clay didn't suppose the negro was included in the Declar 
ration of Independenee. Hear what Mr. Clay said : 

"Aiid what is the foundation of tliis appeal lo nie in Indi- 
ana, to liberate the slaves under my care in Kentucky t It is 
a general declaration in the act announcing to the world the 
independenee of the thirteen American colonies, that alt men 
are created equal. Now, as an abstract principle, there w no 
doubt of the truth of that ikdaration; and it is desirable, in the 
m-iginal comiruction ofBccieiy, and in organized societies, to keep 
it in view as a great fundamental principle. But, then, I ap- 
prehend that in no society that ever did exist, or ever shall be 
formed, was or can the equality asserted among tlie memberB 
of the human race, be praclicaliy enforced and carried out. 
There are portions, large portions^ women, minor?, insane, 
culpiits, transient sojourners, that will always probably remain 
subject to the government of another p ition of tlie com 
munity. 

"That declaration, whatevei ni'iy be the e\[enf ff its im 
port, was made by the delegations of the thirteen States In 
most of them slavery existed, and had long existed and w is 
estahlished by law. It was introduced and foiced upon (he 
colonies by the paramount law of Englind Do von believe 
that in making that declaration the States that concurred in it 
intended that It should be tortured into a virtual emancipation 
of alt the slaves within their respective limits? Would Vir- 
ginia and other Southern Statos have ever united in a declara- 
tion which was to be interpreted into an abolition of slavery 
among them 1 Did any one of the thirteen colonies entertain 
such a design or expectation? To impute such a secret and 
unavowed puipose, would be to charge a political fraud upon 
the noblest band of patriots that ever as.sembled in council — a 
fraud upon the Confederacy of the Hevolution — a fraud upon 
the union of those States whose constitution not only recogni- 
zed the lawfulness of slaveiy, but permitted the importation of 
slaves from Africa until the year 1808." 

This is the entire quotation brougiit forwai-d to'prove that 
somebody previous to three years ago had said the negro was 
not includtd in tlio term "all men" in the Declaration. How 
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does it do so ? In what way has it a tendency o pro e I a * 
Mr. Clay says it is trw as an abstract principle that lil ro e 

creiited equal, but that we cannot apply it pra cally n all 
cases. He illustrates this by bringing forwaid ll e c es of 
females, minora, and insane persons, with who n t can ot be 
enforced ; but he says it is true as an abstract pn c pie n tl e 
oi^nnizalion of society as well as in organized «oc e i ■tnd t 
should be kept in view as a fundamental principle. Let me 
read a few words more before I add some comments of my 
own. Mr. Clay says a little further on : 

"I desire no concealment of my opinions in regard lo the 
institution of slavery. I look upon it as a great evil, and 
deeply lament that we have derived it from the parental 
government, and from our ancestors. But here they are, and 
the question is, how can they be best dealt with ! If a slate 
of natare existed, and we were about to lay the foundations of 
society, no man would be move strongli/ opposed than I ihoiild be, to 
incorporating the vtstttution of slaveif among its elementi.'' 

Mow, here in this same book— in this same speech — in this 
same extract brought forward to prove that Mr. Clay held 
that the negro was not included in the Declai'ation of Inde- 
pendence — no such statement on his part, but the declaration 
that it is agreat fundamental Irut/i, which should be constantly 
kept in view in xbe organization of society and in societies al- 
ready organized. But if I say a word about it — if I attempt, 
as Mr. Clay said all good men ought to do, to keep it in view 
— if in this " oi^nized society," I ask to have the public eye 
turned upon it — if I ask, in relation to the oi'ganization of 
new territories, that the public eye should be turned upon it 
— forthwith I am vilified as you hear me to-day. What have 
I done, that I have not tiie license of Henry Clay's illustrious 
example here in doing? Have I done aught that I have not 
his authority for, while maintaining 'that in oi^aniKing new 
territories and societies, this fundamental principle should be 
regarded, and in organized society holding it up to the public 
view and reorganizing what lie reeogniaed as the great prin- 
ciple of &ee government 1 

And when this new principle — this new proposition (hat no 
human being ever thought of three years ago—is brought for- 
ward, I combat it as halving an evil tendency, if not ati evil de- 
sign. I combat it as having a tendency to dehui 
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negro — to take away from him the right of ever striving to be 
a man. I combat it as hcing one of the thousand tilings con- 
stantly done in these days to prepare the public mind to malte 
property, and nothing but property, of the negro in ali tlie 
States of this Union. 

But there ia a point that I wish, before leaving tliis part of 
the discussion, to ask attention (o. I have read and I repeat 
tlic woi-da of Henry Clay : 

" I desire no concealment of my opinions in regard to the 
institution of slavery. I iook upon it as a great evil, and 
deeply lament tliat we have derived it from the parental 
piovernment and frofti our ancestors. I wish eveiy slave in the 
United States was in the country of hLs ancestors. But here 
they are ; the question is how they can best be dealt wifh ? If 
a state of nature existed, and we were about to lay the foun- 
dations of Bociely, no man would be more strongly opposed 
than I should be, to incorporate the institution of slavery among 
its elements." 

The principle upon which I have insisted ia this canvass, is 
in relation to laying the foundations of new societies. I have 
never sought to apply these principles to the old States, for 
the puipose of abolishing slavery in those States. ' It is noth- 
ing hut a miserable perversion of what I have said, to assume 
that I have declared Missouri, or any other slave State, shall 
emancipate her slaves. I have proposed no such thing. But 
when Mr. Clay says that in hiying the foundations of societies 
in our territories where it does not exist, he would be op- 
posed to the introduction of slavery as an element, I insist 
that we have his warrant — his license for insisting upoii the 
exclusion of that element which he declared in such strong and 
emphatic language was most hateful to htm. 

juc^e Douglas has again refen-ed to a Springfield speech in 
which I said " i house divided against itself cannot stand." 
The Judge has so olten made the entire quotation from that 
speech that I can make it from memory I used this lan- 
guage : 

" We are now faj- into the filth jear, since a policy was 
initiated with the avowed object and confident promise of 
putting an end to the slaveiy agitation Under the operation 
of this policy, that agitation has not only not ceased, but has 
constantly augmented. In my opinion it will not cease until 
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a crisis shall have heeii reached sind passed. ' A house divided 
against itself cannot Stand.' I believe this government can- 
nut endure permanently half slave anil'half li-ee. I do not 
fcx[)ect the house to fall — but I do expect it ■will cease to be 
ili\ided. It will become all one thing, or all the other. 
Other the opponents of slarery will arrest the further spread 
of it, and place it where the public mind shall rest in the be- 
liiif that it is in the course of ultimate extinction, or its advo- 
tates will push it forward till it shall become alike lawful in 
all the States — old as well as new, North aa well as South." 

That extract and the sentiments expi-essed in it, have been 
exti-emely offensive to Judge Douglas- He has warred npon 
them as Satan wars upon the Bible. Hia perversions upon it 
are endless. Here now are my views upon it in biief. 

I said we are now far into the fifth year, since a policy was 
initiated with the avowed object and confident promise of 
putting an end to the slavery agitation. Is it not so f When 
tiiat Nebraska bill was brought forward four years ago last 
January, was it not for tlie " ai-owed object " of putting an 
end to the slavery agitation ! We were to have no more agi- 
tation in Congress — it was all to bo banished to the territories. 
I!y the way, I will i-emark here that, as Judge Douglis is 
very fond of complimenting Mr. Crittenden in these da,y% Mr 
Criltenden has said there was a falsehood in that whole 
linsiness, for tiiei'e was no slavery/ agitation at the tanc to alhi/ 
AVe were for a little while quiet on the troubleaonie thing, and 
that very allaying plaster of Judge Douglas' stirred it up 
again. But was it not understood or intimated with the 
•' confident promise" of putting an end tothesla\Lrj agita 
tion! Surely it was. In every speech you heard Judge 
Douglas make, until he got into this " imbroglio," as they 
call it, with the administration about the Lecomptou consti- 
tution, every speech on that Nebraska bill was full of his 
fiilicitations that we were just at the end of the slavery agila- 
lion. The last tip of the last joint of the old serpent's tail 
was just drawing out of view. But has it proved so? I 
have asserted that under that policy that agitation " has not 
i>i:ly not ceased, but has conslantly augmented." When was 
there ever a greater agitation in Congress than last winter f 
When was it as great in the country as to-day? 

Thei-e was a collateral object in the introduction of that 
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Nebraslta policy which was to clothe flie people of the 
territories wilha superior degree of self-governnieni, heyoiid 
what they had ever had hefore. The first objeot, and the 
main one, of conferi'ing upon the people a liigher degree 
<if " self-government," ia a question of fact to be determined 
by you in answer to a single question. Have you ever heard 
or known of a people anywhere on eortli who had as little lo 
do, as, in the first instance of its use, the people of Kansiis 
had with this same right o4k" sel^overiiment T' In its main 
policy, and in its collateral object, U ha&been^othing but a lie- 
irifft creeping lie fvtim the lime of its inlroduation till to-dwj. 

I have intimated that I thought the agitation would not 
cea."e until a crisis should liave been reached and passed. I 
base stated in what way I thought it would ba reached and 
passed. I have said that it might go one way or tlje other. 
^Ve raigbt, by arresting the further spread of it, and placing 
it wbei-o the fathers originally placed it, put it where the 
public mind should rest in the belief that it was in the course 
of ultimate extinction. Thus the agitation may cease. It 
may be pushed forward until it shall become alike lawful in 
all the Stales, old as well as new, North as well as South. 
I have said, and I repeat, my wish is that the further spread 
of it may be arrested, and that it may be placed where the 
public mind shall rest in the belief that it is in the course of 
ultimate extinction. I have expressed that as my wish. I 
entertMU the opinion upon evidence sutfleient to my mind, 
that the fathers of this government placed that institution 
where the public mind did rest in the belief that it was in the 
course of ultimate extinction. Let me ask why they made 
provision that the source of slavery — the African slave- 
trade — should be cut off at the end of twenty years ? Why 
did they make provision that in all the new territory we owned 
nt that lime, slavery should be forever inhibited? Why stop 
its spread in one direction, and cut oif its source in another, 
if they did not look to its being placed in the course of olli- 
m;iie extinction 1 

Again ; the institution of slavery is only mentioned in ihe 
Constitution of tlie United States two or three times, and in 
neither of these cases does the word "slaveiy" or "negro 
race " occur ; but covert language is used each time, and for 
a purpose full of significance. What is the hinguage in rw- 
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gard to tho proliibilion of the Aflie^n slave-trade? It runs 
ill about.t!« Wriy "The migration oi impoitalion of su(h 
persons iis any of the btatea now existing "hall ihmk proper 
to admit, shall not bo piohib ted by the Congre'i'" ptioi to the 
year one thousand eiglit hundred and eight" 

The next allu'^ion in the Consutution to the question of 
slavery and the bUcIt race, is on the subject of the ba=is of 
representation, and theie the Unjuige useil is, "Kepresentv 
lives and direct taxes shall be apponioned among the seveial 
Stales which may be included within this Union, according 
to their rcspectii-e numbers, which shall be determined by ad- 
ding to the whole number of fiee persons including thc-e 
bound to service for a teim of years, and excluding Indiana 
not taxed — three hfths of all other persons " 

It snya "persons," not sl.i\es, not negioes, but this 
" three Hftiis" can be applied to no otlior class among us than 
the negroes. 

Lastly, in the provision for the reclamation of fugitive slaves, 
it ia said; " No pei-son held to service or labor in one State, 
under the laws thereof, escaping in<« another, shall in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged from 
such service or labor, but shall be delivered up, on claim of 
the party to whom such service or labor may be due," TLere 
again there ia no meniion of the word "negro" or of shivery. 
In all three of these places, being the only allusions to slavery 
in the inslrumenf, covert language is used. Language is used 
not suggesting that slavery existed or that the black race were 
among us. And I understand the contemporaneous history of 
those times to be that covert language was used with a pur- 
pose, and that purpose was that in our Constitution, which it 
mas hoped and is still hoped will endure forever — when it 
should be read by intelligent and patriotic men, after the in- 
stitution of slavery hsvi passed from among us— thei-e should 
be nothing on the fiice of the great charter of liberty suggest- 
ing that such a ihijig as negro slavery had ever existed among 
us. This is part of the evidence that the (aihers of the gov- 
ernment expected and intended the institution of slavery to 
come to an end. They expected and intended that it should 
be in the course of ultimate extinction. And when I say that 
1 desii'eto see the further spread of it arrested, I only say I 
desire to see that done wliii;h [ho fathers have lirnt dmie. 
11 
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Wlien I any I dpsire to see it placed where the public mind 
will rest in tlie belief that it is in tlie course of ultimate ex- 
tinction, I only say I desire to see it placed wliere Ihey placed 
it. It is not true tliat our fathers, as Judge Douglas assumes, 
made this government paft slave and part free. Understand 
the sense in which he put sit. He assumes that slaveiy is a right- 
ful thing within itself — was introduced hy the framers of the 
Constitution The exact truth is that ;liey found the institu- 
tion existing among us, and they left ii us they found it. But 
in making the government they left this institution with many 
clear marks of disapprobation upon il. They found slavery 
among them, and they left it among them because of the dif- 
ficulty— the absolute irapossibillty of its immediate removal. 
And when Judge Douglas asks me why we cannot let it re- 
main part slave and part free, as the fatliera of the govern- 
ment made it, he asks a question based upon an assumption 
which is itself a falsehood ; and 1 turn upon him and ask him 
the question, when the policy that the fathers of the govern- 
ment had adopted in relation to this element among us was the 
best policy in the world—the only wise policy — the only poli- 
cy that we can ever safely continue upon — that will ever give 
us peace, unless this dangerous element masters us all and be- 
comes a national institution -/ twn upon him and ask hin why 
heeoiildnotteaveitcdone? 1 turn and ask him why he was 
driven to the necessity of introducing a new policy in regard to 
it? He has himself said he introduced anew policy. He said 
BO in his speech on the 22d of March of the present year, 
1858, I ask him why he could not let it remain where our 
fathers placed it ? I a'k, too, of Judge Douglas and his friends 
why we shall not ^ain place this institution upon the basis on 
which the fathers left it ? I ask you, when he infers that I am 
in favor of setting the free and slave States at war, when the 
inslitutioui was placed in that attitude by those who made the 
Constitution did they make any loar ? If we had no v;ar out 
of it, when thus placed, wheifin is the ground of belief thtit 
we shall have war out of it, if we return to that polity? 
Have we had any peace upon this matter springing from, any 
other basis 1 I maintain that we have not. I have pi-oposed 
nothing more than a return to the policy of the fathers. 

1 confess, when I propose a certain nien,'ure of policy, it is 
not enough for me that I do not intend anything evil in the 
result, but it is incuaibent on me to show that it has not a 
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tendenci/ to that result. I have met Judge Douglas in that 
point of view. I iiiive not only made the declai'iitioii that I 
do not mean to produce a conflict between the States, but I 
have tried to show liy fair reappniiig, and I think I have 
shown to the i!iiu<ls of fnir men, that I propose nothing but 
what has a Illo^t |ienceful f^ndoncy. The quotation that I 
happened to make in that Spriupfteld speech, that "a house 
divided Hgainst itsel!' cannot stand," and wliich has proved so 
offensive to the Judge, was part and parcel of the same thing, 
lie trie<i to show that vaiiety ia the domestic institutions of 
the different States is necessary and indispensable. I do not 
dispute it. I have no controversy with Judge Douglas about 
that. I shall very readily agree with him that it would be 
foolish for ua to insist upon having a cranberry law here, in 
Illinois, where we have no cranberries, because tiiey have a 
cranberry law in Indiana, where they have cranberries. I 
should insist that it would he exceedingly wrong in us to deny 
to Virginia the right to enact oyster laws, where they have 
oysters, because we want no such laws here. I understand, I 
hope, quite as well as Judge Douglas, or anyfiody else, that 
the variety in the soil and climate and face of the country, 
and consequent variety in the industrial pursuits and produc- 
tions of a countiy, require systems cf law conforming to this 
variety in the natural features of the country. I understand, 
quite as well as Judge Douglas, that if we here raise a barrel 
of flour more than we want, and tlio Louisianians rairfe a bar- 
rel of sugar more than they want, it is of mutual advantage to 
exchange. That [jroduces commerce, brings us togelhej', and 
wakes us letter friends. We like one another the more for it. 
And I understand, as well as Judge Douglas, or anybody else, 
that (hese murual accoramoihitions are the cements which 
bind together the different parts of this Union — timt instead 
of being a thing to '■ divide the house"' — flguratively express- 
ing the Union — they tend to sustain it ; they are the pi'oiis of 
Ih" house tending always to hold it up. 

iiul when I have admitted all this, I ask if there is any 
piii'uilel between those things and this inatiiation of slavery? 
1 do not *ee that thei-e is any parallel at all between them. 
Coneider it. Whjn have we had any difficulty or quaiTel 
ii.iiiong ourselves about the cranben-y laws of Indiana, or the 
oyster laws of Virginia, or the pine lumber laws of Maine, or 
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the fact that Louisiana producea sugar, and Illinois flour ? 
When hare we had any quarrels over these things? WJien 
have we had perfect peace in regard to this thing which I say 
ia an element of discord in this Union 1 We have aometimes 
bad peace, but when was it 1 It was when the institution of 
slavery lemained quiet where it was. We have had difficulty 
and tuimoil whenever it has made a struggle to spread itself 
where it was not. I ask, then, if experience does not speak 
in thunder-tones, telling us that the policy which has given 
peace to the country heretofore, being returned to, gives the 
greatest promise of peace again. You may say, and Judge 
Douglas has intimated the same thing, that all this dilHculty 
in regai'd to the institution of slavery is the mere Station of 
otRce-seekers and ambitious northern politicians. He thinks 
we want to get " his place," I suppose. I agree that there 
are office-seekers among us. The Bible says somewhere that 
we are despei'ately selfish. I think we would have discovered 
that fact without the Bible. I do not claim that I am any 
less so than the averse of men, but I do claim that I am not 
more eelflsh than Judge Douglas. 

But is it true tliat all the difficulty and agitation we have in 
regaxd to this institution of slavei-y springs from oSice-seeking 
— from the mere ambition of politicians 1 Is that the truth ? 
How many times have we had danger fi-om this question ? 
Go back to the day of the Missouri Compi-oraise. Go back 
to the Nullification que.'ilion, at the bottom of which lay this 
same shivery question. Go back to the time of the Annexa- 
tion of Texas. Go back to the troubles that led to the Com- 
promii^e of 1850. You will find that every time, with the 
single exception of the Nullification question, they sprung 
from an endeavor to spread this institution. There never was 
a party in the history of this country, and there probably 
never will be, of sufficient strength to disturb the genera! 
peace of the countiy I'aities themselves may be divided and 
quaiiel on niinoi questions, yet it e'^tends not beyond the 
patties theraieUes But does not this question make a dis- 
turbinie outoide of pohtical ciicles' Does it not enter into 
the churches and rend them asunder 1 What divided the 
great Methodnt Church into two parts, North and South ? 
Whit his idi*ed this lonstint di'^tuibtii'-e in every Pretby- 
teriin Gt.1 eral A-=craUy th it meet'*'' VVhut disturi)ed the 
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Unilarian Church in this very cily two years ago? "What 
has jarred anJ shaken the great American Tract Society re- 
c>'iitjy, not yet splitting it, but sure to divide it in the end 1 
Is it not this same mighty, deep-seated power, that somehow 
operafes on the minds of men, exciting and stirring them up 
m every avenue of eociety— in politics, in religion, in litera- 
ture, in morals, in all the manifold relations of life t Is this 
the work of politicians ? Is that irresistible power, which for 
fifty years has shaken the government and agitated the people 
to be stilled and subdued by pretending that it is an exceed- 
ingly simple thing, and we ought not to talk about it ? If 
you win get everybody eli« to stop talking about it, I assure 
you I will quit before they have half done so. But where is 
the philosophy or statesmanship which assumes that you can 
quiet that disturbing element in our society which has dis- 
turbed ua for more than half a century, which has been the 
only serious danger that has threatened our institutions— I 
say, where is the philosophy or the statesmanship based on the 
assumption that we are to quit talking about it, and that the 
pnbhc mind is all at oace to cense being agitated by it t Yet 
this IS the policy here in the north that Douglas is advocating 
— that we are to care noihing about it ! I ask you if it is not 
a false philosophy | Is it not a false statesmanship that un- 
dertakes to build up a system of policy upon the basis of 
caring nothing about the vety thing thai evenjbody does care tlie 
moul about?— a, thing which all experience has shown we care 
a very great deal about ? 

The Judge alludes veiy often in the course of his remarks 
to the exclusive right which the States have to decide the 
whole thing for themselves. I agree with him very reiidily 
that the ditferent States have that right. He is but flghtinf a 
man of straw when he assumes that I am con tending*^ against 
the right of the Slates to do as they please about it. Our con- 
troversy with him is in i-egard to the new territories. We 
agree that when the States come in as States they have the 
right and the power to do as they pleaae. We have no power 
as citizens of the free States or in our federal capacity as 
members of the Federal Union through the general govern- 
ment, to disturb slavery in the States where it exists. We 
profess constantly that we have no more inclination than 
belief in the power of the government to disturb it ; yet wc 
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are driven constantly to defend ourselves from the assumption 
that we are warring upon the rigiils of the States. What I 
insist upon is, that the new territoiies shall be kept free from 
it wliile in the territorial condition. Judge Douglas aasumes 
that we have no inierest in them — that we have no right 
whatever lo interfei'e. I think we have some interest. I 
think that as white men we have. Do we not wish for an 
outlet for ouv surplus population, if I may so express myself I 
Do we not foel an interest in getting to that outlet with such 
institutions as we would like to have prevail there ? If you 
go to the territory opposed to slaveiy, and another man comes 
upon the same ground with his slave, upon the assumption 
that the things are equal, it turns out that he has the equal 
right all his way and you have no part of it your way. If he 
goes in and makes it a slave territory, and by consequence a 
slave State, is it not time that thnse who desire to have it a 
free State were on equal ground. Let me surest it in a dif- 
ferent way. How many Democrats are about here [" A thou- 
sand"] who have left slave States and come into the free 
State of Illinois to get rid of the institution of slavery? 
[Another voice — "A thoui^and and one."] 1 reckon there 
are a thousand and one. I will ask you, if the policy you are 
now advocating had prev^ed when this country was in a 
territorial condition, where would you have gone to get rid of 
it? Where would you have found your free State or teiri- 
tory to go to f And when hereafter, for any cause, the peo- 
ple in this place shall desire to find new homes, if they wish to 
be rid of tlie institution, where will they find tlie place to 
go to? 

Now, irrespective of the moral aspect of this question as to 
whether there is a right or wrong in enslaving a negro, I am 
still in favor of our new territories being in such a condirion 
that while men may find a home — may find some s]jot where 
they can better their condition — where they can settle upon 
new soil and better their condition in life, I am in favor of 
this not merely (I must say it here as I have elsewhere) for 
our own people who are bora among us, but as an outlet for 
/I'fifi while peq>le evert/where, the world over — in which Hans, 
and Baptiste, and Patrick, and all other men from all the 
world, may find new homes and better their conditions in life. 

I have stated on former occasions, and I may as well state 
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Rj;ain, what I understand to be the real issue in this contro- 
versy between Judge Doitgliia and myself. On the point of 
my wanting to make war between the free and the slave 
States, tliere has been no iasiie between ns. So, too, when he 
assumes that I am in favor of introducing a perfect social and 
politienl ecjuality between the white and blaolt races These are 
false issuea, upon which Judge Douglas has ti-ierl to force tlie 
controversy. There is no foundation in ti-utli for the ehari-o 
that I maintain either of these propositions. Tbe real issue in 
tlijs controversy — the one preissing upon eveiy mind — is the 
sentiment on the part of one class that iooks upon the institu- 
tion of slavery a? a wrong, and of anotljer class that does not 
look upon it as a wrong. The sentiment that contemplates the 
institution of slavery in this country as a wronw, is the senti- 
ment of the Itepublican party. It is tha sentiment around 
which all their actions— all their arguments circle—from 
which all their propositions radiate. They fnok upon it as 
being a moral, social, and political wrong; ^md white they 
contemplate it as such, they nevertheless have due regard for 
its acttjal existence among us, and the difficulties of getting rid 
of it in any satisfactory way and to all tbe constitutional 
obligations thrown about it. Yet having a due regard for these, 
they desire a policy in regard to it that looks to its not creat- 
ing any more danger. They insist that itahould, as far as may 
be, he treated as a wrong, and one of the methods of treating it 
lis a wrong is to make promion that it shall grow no ktrgm; 
Vhey also desire a policy that looks to a peaceful end of 
Blavery at sometime, as being wrong. These are the views 
they entertain in regard to it, as I understand them ; and all 
their sentiments — all their arguments and propositions are 
bi-ought within this range. I have said and I repeat it here, 
that if there be a man among us who does not think that 
the institution of slavety is wrong in any one of the 
aspects of which I have spoken, he is misplaced and ought not 
(o he with us. And if there be a man among us who is so 
impatient of it as a wrong as to disregard its actual presence 
among us and the difficulty of getting rid of it suddenly in a 
salisfacf 017 way, and to disregard the constitutional obligations 
tlirown about it, that man is misplaced if he is on our pkt- 
forni. We disclaim sympathy with him in practical action. 
He is tiot placed properly with us. 
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On this subject of treafiiij; it as a wrong, ainHimitin;; its 
spread let me say a wonl. Has anytliinji ever threatened the 
existence of this Union f ave and except this vety institution of 
slavery t WLut is it that we hold most dear among ue^ 
Our own liberty and prosperity. Wliat has ever threatened 
our liberty and prospeiity save and except this institution of 
slaveiy ? If this is true, how do you propose to improve the 
condition of things by enlarging slavtay — by spreading it out 
and making it bi^er? You may have a iven or cancer upon 
your person and not be able to cut it ouu lest you bleed to 
death ; but surely it is no way to cure it, to engraft it and 
spread it over your whole body. That is no proper way of 
treating what you regard a wrong. Tou see this peaceful 
way of dealing with it as a wrong — restricting the spread of 
it, and not allowing it to go into new countries where it has 
not already existed. This is the peaceful way, the old-fashioned 
way, tlie way in which (he lathers themselves set us the example. 

On the other hand, I have said ihere is a sentiment which 
treats it aa not being wrong. That is the Democratic senti- 
ment of this day, I do not mean Ut say that eveiy man who 
stands wiihin that range positively ai«erts that it is right. 
ITiat class will include all who positively assert that it is right, 
and all who, like Judge Doughis, treat it as indiiferent and do 
not say it is either right or wrong. These two classes of men fall 
within tlie general class of those who do not look upon it as a 
wrong. And if there be among you anybody who suppose 
that he, as a Democrat, can consider himself " as much op- 
posed to slavery as anybody," I would like to reason with 
him. You never treat it as a wrong. What other thing that 
you consider as a wrong, do you deal with as you deal with 
that 1 Perhaps you sai/ it is wrong, but your leader never does, 
and tjou quarrel wilh anybody who says it is wrong. Although 
you pretend to say so yourself, you can Und no fit place to 
deal with it as a wrong. Tou must not say anything about 
it in the free States, because it is not here. You must not say 
anything about it in the slave States, because it is t/iere. Tou 
must not say anything about it in the pulpit, because that is 
religion and has nothing to do with it. Tou must not say 
anything about it in pohties, because that will disturb the seCM- 
rUy of '■'my place." There is no place to talk about it as 
being a wrong, although you say yourself it m a wrong. But 
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fiiiMlly you will screw yourself up (o the belief that if the 
people of the slave States should adopt a system of gradual 
emancipation on the slavery question, you would be in favor 
of it. You would be in favor of it, Tou say that is getting 
it iu the light place, and you would be glad to see it succoeil. 
JSutyou are deceiving yourself. You alt know that Frank 
Dlair and Grata Brown, down there in St. Louis, undertook 
to introduce that system in Missouri. They fought as val- 
iantly aa they could for the system of gradual emancipation 
which you pretend you would be glad to see succeed. Now 
I wilt bring you to the test. After a hard fight they were 
beaten, and when the news came over here you threw up your 
bats and hurrahed for Demoei-acij. More than that, take all 
the argument made in favor of the system you have proposed, 
and it carefully excludes the idea that there is anything wrong 
in iJie institution of slavery. The argumerts to sustain that 
policy carefully excluded it. Even here, to-day, you heard 
Judge Douglas quarrel with me because I uttered a wish that 
it might sometime come to an end. Although Henry Clay 
. could say he wished every slave in the United States was in 
the country of his ancestors, I am denounced by those pre- 
tending to respect Henry Clay for uttering a wish that it 
might sometime, in some peaeeful way, come to an end. The 
Democratic policy in regard to that institution will not tol- 
erate the merest breath, the slightest hint, of the least degree 
of wrong about it. Try it by some of Judge Douglas' argu- 
ments. He says he " don't care whether it is voted up or 
voted down " in the territories. I do not care myself in 
dealing with that expression, whether it is intended to be ex- 
pressive of his individual sentiments on the subject, or only of 
the national policy he desii'es to have established. It is alike 
valuable for my purpose. Any man can say that who does 
not see anything wrung in slavery, but no man cau logically 
say it who docs see a wrong in il ; because no man can 
logically say he don't care whether a wrong is voted up or 
voted down. He may say he don't care whether an indiifer- 
ent thing is voted up or down, but he must logically have a 
choice between a right thing and a wrpng thing. He contends 
that whatever community wants slaves has a right to have 
them. So they have if it is not a wrong. IJut if it is :i 
wrong, he cannot say people have a right to do wroi>g. He 
11 
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says that upon the score of equality, slaves should be allowed 
to go ia a new territory, libeother property Tliia is strictly 
logical if there is no difference between it and other property. 
If it and other property are equal, his argument is entnely 
logical. But if you insist that one is wrong md the other 
right, there is no use to institute a eoniparison between iioht 
and wrong. Ton may turn over everything in the Demo- 
cratic policy from beginning to end, whethei in the shape it 
takes on the statute-book, in the shape it tabes m the Died 
Scott decision, in the shape it takes iu conversation, or the 
shape it takes in short maxim-like arguments — it everywhere 
carefully excludes the idea that there is anj thing wrong in it . 
That is the real issue. That is the issue that will continue 
in this country when these poor tongues of Judge Douglas and 
myself shall be silent. It is the eternal struggle between these 
two principles — r^ht and wrong — throughout the world, Tliey 
are the two principles that have stood face to face from the 
be^nning of time ; and will ever continue to struggle. The 
one is the common right of humanity and the other the divine 
right of kings. It is the same principle, in whatever shape 
it develops itself. It is the same spirit that says, " You work 
and toil and earn bread, and I'll eat it " No matter in what 
shape it comes, whether from tlie mouth of a king who seeks 
to bestride the people of his own nation and live by the fruit 
of their labor, or from one race of men as an apology for en- 
slaving another race, it is the same tyrannical principle, i was 
glad to express my grafitude at Quincy, and I re-expi'ess it 
here to Judge Douglas — that he looks to no end to the institution 
of slmery. That will help the people to see where the strug- 
gle really is. It will hereafter place with us all men who 
really do wish the wrong may h ive an end And whenever 
we cjm get rid of the ibg which obacuies the real quwtion — 
when we can get Judge DougUs ind his fiiends to avow a 
policy looking to ito perpetuation — wt, cm gPt out fioni among 
that class of men and bung tbein to thewdeif those who 
treat it as a wrong. Then there wilt soon be an end of it, 
and that end will be its "ultimate extmUitii Whenever 
the issue can be distinctly made and all esti ineous matter 
thrown out so that men can fairly see tlie rejl difierence be- 
tween the parlies, this controveisy will soon be settled, and 
it will be done [waceably too. There wiU be no war, no vio- 
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bor needs for the enjoyment of a right wliich is fixed in his 
favor in the Constitution of Ihe United States which he has 
sworn to support? Can he withhold it without violating 
his oath? And more especially can he pass unfriendly legis- 
lation to violate his oath? Why, thk is a iMiiife'Oaa sort of 
talk about the Constitution of the United States ! T/tere Ms 
never leen as outlandish or iawikss a doctrine from the mo/dh of 
any resectable man. on earth. I do not believe it is a constitu- 
tional right to hold slaves in a territory of the United States. 
I believe the decision was improperly made and I go for re- 
versin'' it. Judge Douglas is furious against those who go for 
reversing a decision. But he is for le^slating it out of all 
force while the law itself stands. I repeat that there has never 
been so monstrous a doctrine uttered from the mouth of at 
respectable man. 

I suppose most «f us (I know it of myself) believe that the 
people of the Southern States are entitled to a Congressional 
Fugitive Slave law— that is a right fixed in the Constitution. 
But it cannot be made available to them without Congressional 
legislation. In the Judge's language, it is a " haiTtn right" 
which need.'i legislation before it can become efficient and val- 
uable to the pei'sons to whom it is guaranteed. And as tlie 
right is constitutional I agree that the l^islation shall be 
granted to it — and that not that we litce the institution of 
slavery. "VVe profess to have no taste for running and catching 
niggers— at least I profess no taste for that job at all. Why 
then do I yield support to a Fugitive Slave lawl Kecause I 
do not understand that the Constitution, which guarantees that 
right, can be supported without it. And if I believed that the 
right to hold a slave in a territory was equally fixed in the 
Constitution with the right to reclaim fugitives, I should bo 
bound to give it the legislation necessary to support it. I say 
that no man can deny his obligation to give the necessary leg- 
islation to support slaveiy in a teiTitory, who believes it is a 
constitutional right to have it there. No man can, who does 
not give the Abolitionists an argument to deny the obligation 
enjoined by the Constitution to enact a Fugitive Slave law. 
Try it now. It is the strongest Abolition argument over 
made. I say if that Dred Scott decision is correct, then the 
right to hold slaves in a teriitoiy is equally a constitutional 
I'ifht with the right of a slaveholder to hiive his runaway re- 
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turned. No one can show the distinction between th^m 
The one is e-^press. so that we cannot deny it. The other i.^ 
cunsii-ned to U- in the Constitution, so that he who believes 
the decision to be correct believes in the right. And the man 
who argues that by unfriendly legislation, in spite of that 
cooatitulional right, slaveiy may be driven from the territo- 
ries, cannot avoid furnishing an sugument by which Aboli- 
tionj&ls may deny the obligation to return fugitives, and claim 
the power to pass laws unfriendly to the right of (he slave- 
holder to reclaim his fugillve. I do not know how such an 
argument may strike a popular assembly like this but I defy 
anybody to go before a body of men whose minds ai'e eduei^. 
fed to estimaiing evidence and reasoning, and show that there 
i" an iota of diiterence between the oonafilutional ri^bt to re- 
claim a fugitive, and the constitutional right to hold a slave,' 
in a territory, provided this Dred Scott decision is correct 
I defy any man to make an argument that will justify un- 
fnendly leglalalion to deprive a slaveholder of his right to hold 
his slave in a territory, that will not equaUy, in all its length, 
breadth, and thickness, furnish an argument for nullifying the 
Fugitive Klave law. Why, there is not such an Abolitionist 
m the nation as Douglas, after all. 



SPEECH OF ME. LINCOLN, 

At Columbcs, Ohio, Sepieinbrn; 18j9. 

FELLow-CmziiNS OP THE State op Ohio; I cannot fail to 
reraeinber that I appear for the first time before an audience 
in this now great State— an audience that is accustomed to 
iiear sucJi speakers as Corwin and Chase, and Wade and 
many other renowned ii.on ; and, remembering this, I feel that 
It will be well for you, as for me, that you should not raise 
your expectations to that standard to which you would have 
been jusatied in raising them had one of these distir"ui.hed 
men appeared before you. You would perhaps be only pre- 
paring a diwippointment for yourselves, and, as a conwquence 
of your disappointment, mortificalion to me. I hope, there- 
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fore, that you will commence with very moderate expecta- 
tions ! and perliaps, if you will give me your attention, I shall 
be able to interest you to amoderale degree. 

Appearing liere for the first time in my life, I have been 
fiomewhat embarrassed for a topic by way of introduction to 
my speech ; but I have been relieved from that embaiTass- 
ment by an introduction which the Ohio Statetmcm newspaper 
gave me tliii^ morning. In this paper I liave read an ai'tiele, in 
whicli, among other Matemenis, I find the following ; 

" In debating with Senator Douglas during the memorable 
contest of last fall, Mr. Lincoln declared in favor of negro 
suffrage, and attempted lo defend that vile conception against 
the Little Giant." 

I mention this now, at the opening of my remarks, for the 
purpose of making three comments upon it. The first I have 
ah-eady announced — it furnishes me an introductory topic ; the 
second is to show that the gentleman is mistaken ; thirdly, to 
give him an opportunity to correct it. 

In the first place, in regard to this matter being a mistake. 
I have found that it is not entirely safe, when one is misrep- 
i-esented under hia very nose, to allow the misrepresentation to 
go uncontradicted. I therefore propose, here at the outset, not 
only to say that this is a misrepr^entalion, but to show con- 
clusively that it is so ; and you will bear with me while I 
read a couple of extracts from that very "memorable" debate 
with Judge Douglas last year, to which this newspaper refers. 
In the first pitched battle which Senator Douglas and myself 
had, at the town of Ottawa, I used the language which I will 
now read. Having been previously reading an extract, I con- 
tinued as follows : 

"Now, gentlemen, I don't want to read at any gi-eater 
length, but this h the true complexion of all I have ever said 
in regard to the institution of slavery and the black race. 
This is the whole of it, and anything that argues me into his 
idea of perfect social and political equality with the nej^ro, is 
but a specious and fantastic arrangement of words, by which 
a man can prove a horse-chestnut to be a chestnut horse. I 
will say here, while upon this subject, that I have no purpose 
directly or indirectly to interfere with the institution of slavery 
in the States where it exists. I believe I have no lawful right 
to do so, and I have no inclination to do bo. I have no pur- 
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pose to introduce political and social equality between the 
white and black races. There is a phvBical difference between 
the two, which, in my judgment, will probably forbid Iheir 
ever living together upon the footing of perfect equality, and 
inasmuch as it beeoineB a fiecesaity that there must be a dif- 
ference, I, as well as Judge Douglas, am in favor of the rnce 
to which 1 lielong having the superior position. I have never 
said anythiuf; to the contrary, but I hold that, notwithstand- 
ing all (his, there ia no reason in the world why the ne<rro is 
not entitled to all the natural rights enumerated in the Decla- 
ration of Independence, the right to life, liberty, and the pur- 
suit of happiness. I hold that he is as much entitled to these 
as the white man. I agree with Judge Douglas, he is notmy 
equal in many respects — certainly not in color, perhaps not in 
moral or intellectual endowments. But in the right to eat the 
bread, without leave of anybody else, which his own hand 
earns, he is my equal, arid the egticd of Judge Dovglas, and the 
equal of every living man." 

Upon a subsequent occasion, when the reason for making a 
statement like this recurred, I said : 

"■While I w^ at the hotel to-day, an elderly gentleman 
called upon me to know whether I really was in favor of pro- 
ducing perfect equality between the negroes and white people. 
While I had not proposed to myself on this occasion to say 
much on that subject, yet as the question was asked me, I 
thought I would occupy perhaps five minutes in saying some- 
thing in regard to it. I will say then, that I am not or ever 
have been in favor of bringing about, in any way, the social 
and political equality of the white and black races — that I am 
not or ever have been in favor of making volere or jurors of 
negroes, nor of qualifying them to hold offire, or intermarry 
with the white people ; and I will say in addition to this 
that there is a physical difference between the white and the 
black races which I believe will forever forbid the two races 
living together on terras of social and political equality. And, 
inasmuch as they cannot so live, while they do remain together 
there must be the position of superior and inferior, and 
I, as Oiuch as any other man, am in favor of having the su- 
perior position assigned to the white race. I say upon this 
occasion I do not perceive that because the white man is to 
have the superior position, the negro should be denied every- 
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thing. I clo not understand (hat hecause I do not want a 
negro woman ibr a slave, I must netessai'ily want her for a 
wile. My nnderslanding is that I can just let her alone. I am 
now in my lifiieth year, and I certainly never have had a black 
woman for eilher a slave or a wife. So it seema to me quite 
possible for us to get along without making either slaves or 
wives of negroes, I will add to this that I have never seen, 
to my knowledge, a man, woman, or-child, who was In favor 
of producing perfect equality, social and political, between 
negroes and white men. I recollect of but one distinguished 
instance tbat I ever heard of so frequently as to he satisfied of 
its correctness—and that is the case of Judge Douglas's old 
friend, Col. Richard M. Johnson. I will also add to the re- 
marks I have made (for I am not going to enter at 
large upon this subject), that I have never had the least ap- 
prehension that I or my friends would marry negroes, if there 
was no law to keep lliem from it ; but as Judge Douglas and 
his friends seem to be in great apprehension lest they might, 
if there were no law to keep them from it, I give him the 
most solemn pledge that I will to the very last stand by the 
law of the State, which forbids the marrying of white people 
wiih negroes." 

There, my friends, you have bi-ieSy, what I bave, upon 
former occasions, said ujion the subject to wliich this newspa- 
per, to the extent of its ability, has drawn the public atten- 
tion. In it you not only pei-ceive, as a probability, that in 
that contest I did not at any time say I was in favor of iiej:ro 
suffrage ; but the absolute proof that twice — once substan- 
tially and once espresrfy — I declareil against it. Having 
shown you this, there remains but a word of comment upon 
that newspaper article. It is this : that I presume the editor 
of that paper b an honest and truth-loving man, and tliat he 
will be greatly obliged (o me for furnishing him thus early an 
opportunity to correct the misrepresentation he bus made, be- 
fore it has run so long that malicious people can call Itim a 

The Giant himself lias been here recently. I have seen a 
brief report of his speech. If it were otherwise unpleasant 
to me to introduce the subject of the negro as a topic for dis- 
cussion, I might be somewhat relieved by the fact that he 
dealt exclusively in that subject while he was here. I shall, 
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llicrefore, without much hesitation ur OilTiJeiicc, enter ujion 
this snbjoct. 

The Ameriean people, on tlio first day of January, 1854, 
found the African slavo-triide prohibited by a law of Congress. 
Ill a majority of the States of this Union, they found Afri- 
can siaveiy, or any other sort of slavery, prohibited by Siale 
constitutions. They also found a law existing, supposed to 
ho valid, by whioh slavery was excluded from almost all the 
territory the United States then owned. This was the condition 
of the country, with reference to the institution of slavery, 
on the first of January, 18ii4. A few days after that, a bill 
was introduced into Congress, which ran through its regular 
course in the two branches of the National Legislature, and 
finally passed into a law in the month of May, by which the 
act of Congress prohibiting slavery from going into the terri- 
tories of llie United States was repealed. In connection with 
the law itself, and, in feet, in the terms of the law, the then 
existing pi'ohibition was not only repealed, but there was a 
declaration of a purpose on the part of Congress never there- 
after to exei-cise any power tiiat they might have, real or sop- 
posed, to prohibit the extension or spread of slavery. Tliis 
was a veiy great change ; for the law thus repealed was of 
more than thirty years' standing. Following rapidly upon 
Jie heels of this action of Congress, a decision of the Supreme 
Court is made, by which it is declared that Congress, if it de- 
Bires to prohibit the spread of slavery into the territories, has 
no constitutional power to do so. Not only so, but that de- 
cision lays down principles, which, if pushed to their logical 
conclusion — I say pushed to tlieir logical concluwon — would 
decide that the constitutions of free States, forbidding slavery, 
are themselves unconstitutional. Mark me, I do not say the 
Judge said this, and let no man say I affirm the Judii^ usc-d 
tliese words ; but I only say it is my opinion that what they 
did say, if pressed to its logical concluaon, will inevilablv re- 
sult thus. ■' 

Looking at these things, the l^epublican party, as I under- 
stand its principles and policy, believe that there is great dwn- 
ger of the institution of slavery being spread eut and extended, 
until it is ultimately made alike lawful in all the States of tins 
Union ; so believing, to prevent that incidental and uhimrite 
consummation, is the original and chief purpose of the Kepuh- 
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lican organization. I say " chief purpose" of thfi Itepnblinan 
organizfilion i for it is certainly true, that if the National 
House shall fall into the hands of the Eopublicans, they will 
liHve to attend to all the other matters of national house- 
keeping, as well aa this. The chief and real pui-pose of the 
Eeijublican party is eminently conservative. It piiiposes 
nothing save and except to restore this government to its 
originjd tone in regard to this element of slavery, and there 
to maintain it, looking for no further change in reference to it, 
than that which the original framers of the governnieiil them- 
selves expected and looked forward to. 

The chief danger to this purpose of the Eepublican party is 
not juBt now the revival of the African slave-trade, or the pas- 
sage of ft Congressional slave-code, or the declaring of a second 
Dred Scott decision, making slavery lawful in all the States. 
These are not pressing us just now. They are not quite 
ready yet. The authors of these measures know that we are 
too strong for them i but they will be upon us in due time, 
and we will be grapphng with them hand to hand, if they are 
not-now headed off. They are not now the chief danger to 
the purpose of the Eepublican organization ; but the most im- 
minent danger that now threatens that purpose is the iii;idious 
Douglas popular sovereignty. This is the miner and sapper. 
While it does not propose to revive the African slave-trade, 
nop to pass a slave-code, nor to make a second Dred Scott de- 
cision, it is preparing us for the onslaught and charge of these 
ultimate enemies when they shall be ready to come on and the 
word of command for them to advance shall be given. I say 
this Douglas popular sovereignty — for there is a broad dis- 
tinction, as I now understand it, between that article and a 
genuine popular sovereignly. 

I believe there is a genuine popular sovereignty. I think a 
definition of genuine popular sovereignty, in the abstract, 
would be about this : That each man shall do precisely as he 
pleases with himself, and with all those things which exclu- 
sively concern him. Applied to government, this principle 
would he, that a general government shall do all those things 
which peitain to it, and all the local governments shall do 
precisely as they please in respect to those matters which ex- 
clusively concern them. I understand that this government of 
the United States, under which we hve, is based upon this 
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principle ; and I am misunderstood if it is s.ipposed that I 
Iiave any war lo make upon that principle. 

Now, what ja Judjre Douglas's popular sovereignly ? Ii jr 
as a piiiicipie, no other than that, if one man chooses to make 
a slave of i nother man, neither that other man nor anybody 
else has a right to object. Applied to government, as he seeks 
to apply it, it is this : If, in a new teriitorv into which a fen- 
people are beginning to enter for the purpose of making their 
homes, they choose to either exclude slavery from their limits or 
to establish. it there, however one or the other may affect the 
persons lo be enslaved, or the infinitely greater number of per- 
sons who are afterward to inhabit that territory, or the otlier 
members of Ihe families of communities, of which they are but 
an incipient member, or the general head of the family of 
States as parent of all — however their action may affect one 
or the other of these, there is no power or right to intei-fere. 
Tliat is Douglas's popular sovereignty applied. 

He has a good deal of trouble with popular sovereignty. 
His explanations explanatory of explanations' explained are in- 
terniinable. The most lengthy, and, as I suppose, the most 
maturely considered of his long series of explanations, is his 
great essay in Harper's Magazine. I will not attejnpt to en- 
ter on any very thorough investigation of his argument, as 
there made and presented. I will, nevertheless, occupy a good 
portion of your time here in drawing your attention to certain 
points in it. Such of you as may have read this document 
will have perceived that the Judge, early in tiie document, 
qiiotes from two persons as belonging to the Eepublican party, 
■without naming them, but who can readily be recognized as 
being Gov. Sewai-d of New-York and myself. It is true, that 
exactly fifteen months ago this day, I believe, I for the first 
time expressed a sentiment upon this subject, and in such a 
manner that it sliould get into print, that the public might see 
it beyond the circle of my hearers ; and my expression of it at 
that time is the quotation that judge Douglas makes. He 
lias not made Ibe quotation with accuracy, but justice to him 
requires me lo say that it is suiRciently accurate not to change 

The sense of that quotation condensed is this — that this sla- 
very element is a durable element of discord among us, and 
tliat we shall probably rot have perfect peace in this country 



...Google 



260 LIFE AND SPEECHES OF 

with it until it either masters the free principle in our govern- 
ment, or is so far mastered by the free principle us for the pub- 
lic mind to rest in the belief that it is going to its end. This 
sentiment, which I now express in this way, was, at no great 
distance of time, perhaps in diflerent language, and in connec- 
tion with some collateral ideas, expressed by Gov. Seward, 
Judge Douglas hiia been so much annoyed by the expression of 
that sentiment that he has constantly, I believe, in almost all 
his speeches since it was ottered, been refernng to it. 1 find 
he alluded to it in his speech here, as welt as in the copyright 
essay. I do not now euter upon this for the purpose of ma- 
king an elaborate argument to show that we were right in the 
expression of that senliraent. In other words, I shall not stop 
to say all that might properly be said upon this point ; but I 
only ask your attention io it for the purpose of making one or 
two points upon it. 

If you will read tlie copyright essay, you will discover that 
Judge Douglas himself says a controversy between Ihe Amer- 
ican colonies and the government of Great Britain began on 
the slavery question, in 1699, and continued from that time 
until the Revolution ; and, while he did not say so, we all 
know that it has continned with more or less violence ever 
since the Revolution. 

Then we need not appeal to history, to the declarations of 
the framers of the government, but we know from Judge 
Douglas himself that slavery began to be an element of disciw-d 
among tlic while people of this country as far back as 1699, 
or one hundred and sixtyyears ago, or live generations of men 
— counting thirty years to a generation. Now, it would seem 
to me that it might have occurred to Judge Douglas, or any- 
body who had turned his attention to these lact.s, that there 
was something in the nature of that thing, slavery, somewhat 
durable for mischief and discord. 

There is another point I desire to make in regard to this 
matter, before I leave it. From the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion down to 1820 is the precise period of our history when we 
had comparative peace upon this question — the precise period 
of time when we came nearer to having peace about it than 
any other time of that entire hundred and sixt^ years, in which 
he says it began, or of the eighty years of our own Constitu- 
tion. Then it would be w'orth our while to stop and examine 
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into tlie probable reason of our coming nearer to having peace 
then than at any other lime. This was the precise period of 
lime in which our fathers adopted, and during wliich they 
toilowed, a policy restricting the spread of slavery, and the 
whole Union was acquiescing in it. The whole country looked 
torward to the ultimate extinction of the institution. It wiis 
wLen a policy had been adopted and was prevailing, which led 
all just and right-minded men to supoose that slavery was 
gradually coming to an end, and that they might be quiet about 
It, watohmg it as it expired, I thinic Judge Douglas midit 
Have perceived that, too, and whether he did or not it is 
worth the atlention of fair-minded men, here and elsewhere, 
to conadei- whether that is not the truth of the case If he 
had looked at these two facts, that this matter had been an 
element of discord for one hundred and sixty yeara among this 
people, and that the only comparative peace we have liad 
about It was when that policy prevaUed in this govei-nment, 
which he now wars upon, he might then perhaps have been 
brought to a more just appreciation of what I said fifteen 
months ago— that " a house divided against itself cannot 
stand. I beheve that this government cannot endure perma- 
nently half slave and half free. I do not expect the house to 
tall. I do not expect the Union to dissolve ; hut 1 do expect 
It will cease to bo divided. It will become all one thing or 
all the otlier. Either the opponents of slavery will arrest ihe 
iurlher spread of it, and place it where the public mind will 
rest in the belief that it is in the course of ultimate extinction ■ 
or Its advocates will push it forward, until it shall become alike 
lawful in all the Stales, old as well as new. North as well as 
South." That was my sentiment at that time. In connec- 
tion with It, I said, '-we are now far into the fifth year, 
siuM a policy was inaugurated with the avowed object and 
conhdent promise of putting an end to slavery agitation. 
Under the operation of the policy, that agitation has not only 
not ceased^ but has constantly augmented." I now say to 
you here that we are advanced still farther into the sixth year 
since that policy of Judge Douglas— that I'opulai' Sovereignty 
ot his, for quieting the slavery question— was made the na- 
tional policy. Fifteen months moi-e have been added since I 
nttetedthat sentimeur, and I call upon you, and all other 
right-mmded men, to say whether thiit fifteen months have be- 
lied, or corroborated my words 
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While I am here upon this Bubject, I cannot but express 
gratitucJe thiit this ti-ue view of this element of discord iunong 
us — as I believe it is — is attracting more and more attention, 
I do not believe that Gov, Seward uttered that sentiment be- 
cause I had done so heibre, but because he reflected upon this 
Buhject and saw the truth of it. Nor do I believe, because 
Gov. Seward or I uttered it, that Mr. Hickman of Pennsyl- 
vania, in ditferent language, since that time, has declared his 
belief in the utter antt^ouism which exists between tlie prin- 
ciples of liberty and slavery. You see we are multiplying. 
Now, while I am speaking of Hickman, let me say, I know 
but little about him, I have never seen him, and know 
scarcely anything about the man ; but I wiU say this much of 
him : Of all the anti-Lecompton Democracy that have been 
brought to my notice, he alone has the true, genuine ring of 
the metal. And now, without endorsing anything else he has 
said, I wiU ask this audience to give three cheers for Hickman. 
fThe audience re^^ponded with three rousing cheers for Hick- 
m.n.] 

Another point in the copyright essay to which I would ask 
your attention, is rather a feature to be extracted from the 
whole thing, than from any express declaration of it at any 
point. It is a general feature of that document, and indeed, 
of all of Judge Douglas's discussions of this question, that the 
territories of the United States and the States of the Union 
are exactly alike — that there is no difference between them at all 
— that the Constitution applies to the terrliories precisely as 
it does to the Slates — and that the United States government, 
under the Constitution, may not do in a State what it may not 
do in a territory, and wliat it must do in a State, it must do 
in a territory. Gentlemen, is that a true view of the caso^ 
It is necessary for this squatter sovereignty ; but is it true t 

Let us consider. What does it depend upon 1 It depends 
altogether upon the proposition that the Suites must, without 
the interference of the general government, do all those things 
that pert^n eaxlusiveb) to themRelves — that ai'O local in their 
nature, that have no connection with the general government. 
After Judge Douglas has established this proposition, which 
nobody disputes or ever has disputed, he proceeds to assume, 
without proving it, that slavery is one of those little, unim- 
portant, triiial matters, which are of just about as much con- 
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sequence as the question would be to me, whether my neHibor 
•houM ™,e horned cMtle orpl.nl tobueco! tlmt there 1s no 
morol question nbout il, bnl that it is allogelber a matter of 
dollsrs and oeoisi tlial when a new territory is opened for 
settiement, tlie first man who gots into it may plant there a 
ihing which, like the Canada-thistle, or «,ine other of those 
pests of the soil, cannot be dug out by the milbons of men 
who will come thereafter ; that it is on. of those little tilings 
tliat It 18 so trivial in its nature that it has no eifect upon any- 
body sure the few men who first plant upon the soil i that it 
IS not a thing wlimh in any way affects the family of commu- 
nities composing these States, nor any way endang.re the gen- 
eral go,ernmeiit. Jndge Douglas ignores altogether the y„ 
well-known fact, that we hare ncTer had a serious menace to 
our pohiical existence, except it sprang from this liiin», which 
he chooses to regard as only upon a par with onions and po- 
tatoes. " p« 
Turn it, and contemplate it in another view. Ho says, that 
aocordmg to Ins popular soyeroignty, tb, general government 
may give to the territories governors, judges, marshals, secre- 
taries, and all the other chief men to govern them, but Ibey 
must not touch upon tills other question. "Why? The ques- 
tion of who shall be governor of a territory for a year or two 
and pass away, without bis tmck being left npon the soil o^ 
an act which lie did for good or for evil being left behind, is a 
question of vast national magnitude. It i, so much oppored 
in Its nature to locality, that the nation itself must decide it ■ 
vvhiie this otiior matter of planting slaveiy upon a soil— a 
thing winch, once planted, cannot be eradicated by the suc- 
ceeding millions who have as much right there us the first 
comers, or if ei^dlcated, not without inlinite difficulty and a 
long strujgle — be considers the power to prohibit it as one of 
these little, local, trivial things, that the nation ouUt not to 
say a word about , that it affects nobody save the" few men 
who are there. 

Take these two things and consider them together, present 
the question of pknt.ng a State with the insliluiion of daveiy 
by the side of a question of who sliaU be governor of Kaiiai 
for . year or two, and i, there a mm, h,re-is there a man on 
earth, who would not say the governor queslion is die liitlo 
one, and the sliiveiy question is the great one? I ask any 
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honest Democrat if the small, the local, and the trivial and 
tpmporary question is not, who shall be governor t Wtiile the 
durable, the important, and the mischievous one is, fchall this 
soil be planted with slavery 1 

This is an idea, I suppose, which has arisen in Judge 
Douglas's mind from his pecsliar structure. I suppose Iho 
institution of slavery really looks small to him. He is so put 
up by nature that a lash upon his baclt would hurt him, but a 
lash upon anybody else's back does not hurt him. That is 
the budd of the man, and consequently he looks upon the 
matter of slavery in this unimportant light. 

Judge Douglas ought to remember when he is endeavoring 
to force this policy upon the American people, that while he 
is put up in that way a good many are not. He ought to 
remember that there was once in this country a man by the 
name of Thomas Jefferson, supposed to be a Democrat — a man 
whose principles and policy are not very prevalent among Dein- 
ocrats to-day, it is true ; but that man did not take exactly 
this view of the insignificance of the element of slavery of which 
our friend Judge Douglas does. In contemplation of this 
thing, we all know he was led to exelaim, "I tremble for my 
country when I remember that God is just !" We know how 
he looked upon it when he thus expressed himself. There 
Tj'iis danger to this country— danger of the avenging justice of 
God in ihat little unimportant popular sovereignty question of 
Judge Douglas. He supposed there was a question of Clod's 
eternal justice wrapped up in the enslaving of any race of men, 
or any man, and that those who did so brave tlie arm of Je- 
hovah — that when a nation thus dared the Almighty, every 
fiiend of that nation had cause to dread his wrath. Choose 
ye between Jefferson and Douglas as to what is the true view 
of this element among us. 

There is another little difficulty about this matter of treat- 
ing the territories and Stales alike in all things, to which I 
ask your attention, and I shall leave this branch of the case. 
If there is no diffei'ence between them, why not make the ter- 
ritories States at once? What is the reason that Kansas was 
not fit to come into the Union when it was organized into n 
territory, in Judge Douglas's view I Can any of you tell any 
reason why it should not have come into the Uuion at once? 
They are fit, as he thinks, to decide upon the slavery question 
— the largest aud most important with which they could pos- 
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sibly deal— what coulJ they do by cominginto the Uoionthat 
they are not lit to do, according jo hia view, by stayin^- out 
■ol It? Oh, they are not fit to sit in Congress and decide 
upon tfie rutee of post^^e, or queslions of ad valorem or =pe- 
■cihc duties on foreign goods, or live-oak timber contracts Ihey 
are not lit to decide these vastly important niitters which iie 
national m their import, but they are fit, "from the iitrap ' 
to dejade this little negro question. But, gentlemen the 
case IS too plain; I occupy too much time on this he d 
and I pass on. 

Near the close of the copyright essay, the Judje, I tljmk 
•wmes very near kicking his own fat into the Are. I did not 
thmk, when I commenced these remarks, that I would read 
Irom that article, but I now believe I will : 

" This exposition of the histoiy of these measures, show- 
conclusively that the authors of the Compromise Measures of 
ISoO and of the Kansas-Nebraska act of 1854, as -s-ell as (he 
members of the Conlinental Congress of 1774, and the 
founders of our system of government subsequent to llie Kevo- 
lution, regarded the people of the territoriiM and colonies an 
political communities which were entitled to a freo and exclu- 
sive power of legislation in their provisional legislatures, where 
their representation could alone be preseiTod, in all cases of 
taxation and internal polity." 

When the Judge saw that putting in the word •' slavery" 
would contradict his own history, he put in what he knew 
would pass assynonymous with it: " internal polily." When- 
ever we find thai in one of his speeches, the substitute is used 
m this manner ; and I can tell you the reason. It would be 
too bald a contradiction to say aiavQry, but " interna! polity" 
.s a general phrase, which would pass in soms quarters, and 
ivhicb he hopes will pass with the reading community for the 
same thing, _ ^ 

_" This right pertains to the people collectively, as a law- 
abjdcng and peaceful community, and not in the isolated indi- 
viduals who may wander upon the public domain in violation 
of the law. It can only be exercised where there are inhabi- 
tants suincient to constitute a government, and capable of per- 
forming lis various functions and duties, a fact to be ascer- 
tained and determined by"— who do you think? Judtre 
Douglas says " Hy Congress !" ^ 
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" Whether Ihe number shall be fixed at ten, fifteen or 
(weiity thousand inhabitants, does not affect the princi- 
pie." 

Now I liave only a few comments to make. Popular 
sovereignty, by his own words, does not pertain to the few 
persons who wander upon the public domain in violation of 
law. We have his words for that. When it does pertain to 
themj is when they are sufficient to be formed into an or- 
ganized political community, and he fixes the minimum for 
that at 10,000, and the maximum at 20,000. Now I would 
like to know what is to be done wiih the 9,000 ? Are they 
all to be treated, until they are large enough to be oi^nlzed 
into a political community, as wanderere upon the public land 
in violation of law t And if so treated and driven out, at 
what point of time would there ever be ten thousand 1 If 
they were not driven out, but remained there as trespassers 
upon the public land in violation of tlie law, can they estab- 
lish slavei-y there? No — the Judge says popular sovereignly 
don't pertain to them then. Can they exclude it thent No, 
popular sovereignty don't pertain to them then. I would like 
to know, in the case covered by the essay, what condition tlie 
people of the territories are in before they reach the number 
of ten thousand 1 

But the main point I wish to ask aucntiun to is, that the 
question as to when they shall have reached a sulHcient num- 
ber to be formed into a regular organized community, is to be 
decided " by Ckmgrees." Judge Douglas says so. Well, gen- 
tlemen, that is about all we want. No, that is all the South- 
erners want. That is wliat all those who are for slavery want. 
They do not want Congress to prohibit slavery from coming 
into the new territories, and ihey do not want popular sov- 
ereignty to hinder it; and as Congiess ii to say when they are 
ready to be oi^anized, all that the South has to do is to get 
Congress to hold off. Let Congress hold off until they are 
ready to be admitted as a State, and the South has all it 
wants in taking slavery into and planting it in a\\ the ten itories 
Ihat we now have, or hereafter may h^e In a word, the 
whole thing, at a dash of the pen, is at last put in the power 
of Congress ; for if they do not have this populai- sovereignty 
until Congress organizes them, I ask if it at last does not come 
I'roni Congress? If, at la.st, it 
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Congress gives it to them. I submit this rather for your 
flection than for comment. After all that is said, at last h 



- After all that is said, at last by a 

dash of (he pen, everything that hjis gone before is undone, 
and he puts the whole question under the coiitvol of Congress 
After fighting through more than three hours, if you under- 
take 10 read it, he at last places the whole matter under the 
control of that power which he had been contending against 
and arrives at the result directly contrary to what he had been 
laboring to do. He at laat leaves the whole matter to the 
control of Congress. 

Thei-e are two main objects, as I understand it, of this Har- 
per s Magazine essay. One was to show, if possible, that the 
men of our revolutionary times were in favor of his popular 
sovereignty ; and the other was to show that the Dred Scott 
decision had not entirely squelched out of this popular sov- 
ereignty, I do not propose, in regard to this argument di-awn 
from the history of former times, to enter into a detailed ex- 
ammation of the historical statements he has made. I have 
the impression that they are inaccurate in a great many in- 
stances. Sometimes in positive statement, but very much 
more inaccurate by the suppression of statements that i-eally 
belong to the history. But I do not pi-opoee to affirm that this 
is so to any very srcat extent ; or to enter into a very minute 
exammation of his historical statements. I avoid doing so 
upon this principle— that if it were important for me to pass 
out of this lot in the least period of time possible, and I came 
to that fence and saw, by a cnlcuktion of my known strength 
and agility that I could clear it at a bound, it would be folly 
for me to stop and consider whether I could or not craWi 
through a crack So I say of the whole history, contained in 
his essay, where he endeavored to link the men of the Kevo- 
lution to popular sovereignty. It only requires an effort to 
leap out of it— a single bound to be entirely successful. If 
you read it over you will find that he quotes here and there 
from documents of the revolutionary times, tending to show 
that the people of the colonies were desirous of regulating 
their own concerns in their own way, that the British "govern- 
inent should not interfere ; that at one time they struggled with 
the British government to be permitted to exclude the African 
slave-lrade ; if not directly, to be permitted to exclude it in- 
directly by taxation sufficient to discourage and destroy it. 
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From these and manythings ofthiasort, Judge Douglas ai^ues 
that Ihey were in favor of the people of our own territories 
excluding slavery if tliey wanted to, or planting it there if they 
wanted to, doing just aa they pleased from the time they set- 
tled upon the territory. Now, however Lia history may apply, 
and whatever of his argument there may he that is sound and 
accurate or unsound and inaccurate, if we can find out what 
these men did themselves do upon this very question of slavery 
in the territories, does it not end the whole thing ! If dJ'ter 
all thia labor and effort to show that the men of the Revolu- 
tion were in favor of bis popular sovereignty and hb mode of 
dealing with slavery in the territories, we can show that these 
very men took hold of tliat sutgect, and dealt with it, we can 
see for ourselves h)m they dealt with it. It is not a matter 
of argument or inference, but we know what they thought 
about it. 

It is precisely upon that part of the history of the country, 
that one important omission is made by Judge Douglas. He 
selects parts of the history of the United States upon the sub- 
ject of slavery, and treats it as the whole, omitting from his 
historical sketch the legislation of Congress in regard to Ihe 
admiasion of Missouri, by which the Missouri Compromise 
was established, and slavery excluded from a country half as 
large as the present United States. All thia is loft out of his 
history, and in nowise alluded to by him, so far as I can re- 
member, save once, when he makes a remark, that upon his 
principle the Supreme Court were authorized to pronounce a 
decision that the act called the Missouri Compromise was un- 
constitutional. AH that histoiy has been left out. But tbis 
part of the history of the country was not made by the men 
of the Itevolution. 

There was another part of our political history made by the 
very men who were the actors in the Revolution, which has 
taken the name of the Ordinance of '87. Let me bring that 
history to your attention. In 1784, I believe, this same Mr. 
Jefferson drew up an ordinance for the government of the 
country upon which we now stand ; or rather a frame or draft 
of an ordinance for the government of this country, here in 
Ohio, our neighbors in Indiana, us who live in Illinois, our 
neighbors in Wisconsin and Michigan. In that ordinance, 
drawn up not only for the government of that territory, but 
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fpr the territories aoulh of the Ohio river, Mr. Jefferson ex- 
pressly provided for the prohibition of alaveiy. Judge Doug- 
las says, and perhaps is right, that thnt provision was lost 
from that ordinance. I believe that is true. "When the vote 
was taken upon it, a majority of all present in the Congress 
of (he Confederation voted for it ; but there were so many 
absentees that those voting for it did not malte the clear ma- 
jority necessary, and it was lost. But three years aftei' that 
the Congress of the Confederation were together again, and 
they adopted a new ordinance for the government of this 
northwest territory, not contemplating territory south of the 
river, for the States owning that territory had hitherto re- 
frained from giving it to the general government ; heuce they 
made the ordinance to apply only to what the govemment 
owned. la that^ the provision excluding slavery ims inserted 
and passed unanimously, or at any rate it passed and became a 
part of the law of tlie land. Under that ordinance we live. 
First here in Ohio you were a territory, then an enahling act 
was passed, authorizing you to form a constitution and State 
government, provided it was republican and not in conflict 
with the oi-dinance of '87. When you framed your constitu- 
tion and presented it for admission, I think you will find the 
legislation upon the subject will show that, " whereas you had 
formed a constitution that was republican, and not in conflict 
with the ordinance of '87," therefore, you were admitted upon 
equal footing with the original States. The same process ir 
a few years was gone through with in Indiana, and so with 
Illinois, and the same substantially with Michigan and Wis- 
consin. 

Not only did that ordinance prevail, but it was constantly 
looked to whenever a step was taken by a new territory to 
become a State. Congress always turned their attention to it, 
and in all their movements upon this subject, they tiaced their 
course by that ordinance of '87. When they admffied new 
States, they advertised them of this ordinance as a part of the 
legislation of the country. They did so, because they had 
U'aced the ordinance of '87 throughout the history of this 
country. Begin with the nier, of the Revolution, and go 
down (or sixty entire years, and until the last scrap of that 
territory comes into the Union in the form of the Stale of 
Wisconsin— everything was made to conform with the ordi- 
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nance of '87, excluding slavery from that vast extoiit of 
country. 

I omitted to mention in the right pUice that the Constilu- 
tion of the United Slates was in process of being framed when 
that ordinance was made by the Congress of the Confedera- 
tion ; and one of the first acts of Congress itself, under the 
new Constitution itself, was to give force to that oi-dinance by 
putting power to carry it out in the hands of the new officers 
under the Constitution, in the place of the old ones, who liad 
been legislated out of existence by the chiinge in the goveni- 
ment from the Confederation to the Constitution. Kot only 
80, but I believe Indiana once or twice, if not Ohio, petitioned 
the general government for the privilege of suspending that 
provision and allowing them to have slaves. A report made 
by Mr. Bandolph, of Virginia, himself a slaveholder, was di- 
rectly against it, and the action was to refuse them the privi- 
lege of violating the ordinance of '87, 

This period of history, which I have run over briefly, is, I 
presume, as familiar to most of (his assembly as any other part 
of the history of our country. I suppose that few of my hear- 
ers are not as familiar with that part of history as I am, and 
I only mention it to recall your attention to it at this time. 
And hence I ask, how extraordinary a thing it is that a man 
who has occupied a position upon the fioor of the Senate of the 
United States, who is now in his third term, and who looks to 
see the government of this whole country fail into his own 
hands, pretending to give a truthful and accurate history of 
the slavery question in this country, should so entirely ignore 
-the whole of that portion of our history — the most important 
of all. Is it not a most extraordinary spectacle, that a man 
should stand up and ask for any confidence in his statements, 
who sets out as he does with portions of history, calling upon 
the people to believe that it is a true and fair representation, 
when the leading part, and controlling feature, of the whole 
history is carefully suppressed 1 

But the mere leaving out is not the most remarkable fea- 
ture of this most remarkable essay. His proposition is to es- 
tablish that the leading men of the Bevolution were for his 
great principle of non-intervention by the government in the 
question of slavery in tlie territories ; while history shows that 
they decided in the ca'es actually brought before them, in ex- 
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actly the contrury way, and lie knows it. Not only did they 
so decide at that time, ijut they stuclt to it during sixty years 
throngh thick and thin, as long as there was one of the rero- 
lutionary hecoea upon the stage of political action. Through 
their whole coui-se, from Jirst to last, they clung to fi-eedom. 
And now he asks the community to believe that the men of 
the Revolution were in favor of his great principle, when we 
have the naked history that they themselves dealt with this 
very subject-matter of his principle, and utterly repudiated liitt 
principle, acting upon a precisely contrary ground. It is as 
impudent and absurd as if a prosecuting attorney should stand 
up before a jury, and ask them to convict A. as the murderer 
of a. , while B. was walking alive before them. 

I say again, if Jadge Douglas asserls that Ihe men of the 
Hevolution acted upon principles by which, to bo consistent 
with themselves, they ought to have adopted his popular sov- 
ereignty, then, upon consideration of his own argument, he had 
a right to make you believe that they understood the princi- 
ples of government, but misapplied them — that he has arisen 
to enlighten t!ie world as to the just application of this princi- 
ple. He has a right to try to persuade you that he under- 
stands their principles better than they did, and, tlterefore, he 
will apply them now, not as they did, but as they ought to have 
done. He has a right to go before the community, and try to 
convince them of this i but he has no right to attempt to impose 
upon any one tlie belief that these men themselves approved 
of his great principle. There are two ways of establishing 
a proposition. One is, by trying to demonstrate it Qpon rea- 
son ; and the other is, to show that great men in former 
times have thought so and so, and thus to pass it by the 
weight of pure authority. Now, if Judge Douglas will de- 
monstrate somehow that this is popular sovereignty — the right 
of one man to make a slave of another, without any right in 
that other, or any one else to object — demonstrate it as Euclid 
demonstrated propositions — there is no objection. But when 
he comes forward, seeking to cany a principle by bringing to 
it the authority of men who themselves utterly repudiate that 
principle, I ask that he shall not be permitted to do it. 

I see, in the Judge's speech here, a short sentence in these 
words : " Our fathers, when they formed this government un- 
der which wo live, understood this question just as well and 
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even better than we do now." That is true ; I stick to that. 
I will stand by Judge Douglas in that to the bitter end. And 
now, Judge Douglas, come and stand by me, and truthfully 
show how they acted, understanding it better than we do. All 
I ask of you. Judge Douglas, is to stick to the proposition 
that the men of t)ie Revolution understood this subject better 
than we do now, and with that letter understandiag they acted hot- 
ter than you are ti-ying to act now. 

I wish to say something now in regai'd to the Di-ed Scott 
decision, as dealt with by Judge Douglas. Iti that " memor- 
able debate " between Judge Douglas and myself, last year, 
the Judge thought fit to commence a process of catechising 
me, and at Freeport I answered his questions, and propounded 
some to him. Among others propounded to him was one that 
I have here now. The substance, as I remember it-, is, " Can 
Ihepeople of a United States territory, under the Dred Scott 
decision, in any lawful way, against the wish of any citizen of 
the United Stjiies, exclude slavery from its limits, prior to tbe 
formation of a Stale constitution f He answered that they 
could lawfully exclude slavery from tiie United States terri- 
tories, notwithstanding the Dred Scott decision. There was 
something about that answer that has probably been a trouble 
to the Judge ever since. 

The iJred Scott decision expressly gives every citizen of 
the United States a riglit to carry his davea inio the United 
Slates territories. And now there was some inconsistency in 
eaying that the decision was right, and saying, too, that the 
people of the territory could lawfully drive slavery out again. 
When all the trash, the words, the collateral matter, was 
cleared away from it — all the chaff was fanned out of it, it 
was a bare absurdity — no less than thai a thing may be lawfully 
driven away from where il has a lawful right to be. Clear it of 
ail the verbiage, and that is the naked truth of his proposition 
— that a thing may be lawfully driven from the place where it 
has a lawful right to stay. Well, it was because the Judge 
couldn't help seeing this, that he has had so much trouble 
with it i and what I want to ask your a=pecial attention to, 
just now, is to remind you, if you have not noticed the fact, 
that the Judge does not any longer say that the people can 
exclude slavery. He does not say so in the copyright essay ; 
he did not say so in the speech that he made liere ; and, so far as 
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1 know, since his re-elecfion to the Senate, he has never said 
as he did at Freeport, that the people of the territories can 
exclude slavery. He desires that you, who wish the lerriio- 
ries to remain free, should believe that he stands by that posi- 
tion, but he does not say it himself. He escapes to some ex- 
tent the absurd position I have stated by chancin" his lan- 
guage entirely. What he says now is something different in 
language, and we will consider whether it is not different in 
sens^ too. It is now that the Dred Scott decision, or rather 
the Constitulion under that decision, does not carry slavery 
into the teiTitories beyond the power of the people of the ter- 
ritories to conb-ol it as other propei-tg. He does not say the peo- 
ple can drive it otit, but they can control it as other property 
The language is different ; we should consider whether the 
sense is different. Driving a horse out of this lot is too plain 
a proposition to be mistaken about; it is putting him on the 
other side of the fence. Or it might be a sort of exclusion of 
him from the lot if you were to kill him and let the worms 
devour him ; but neither of these things is the same as " con- 
trolling him as other property." That would be to feed him 
to pamper him, to nde him, to use and abuse him, to make 
the most money out of him " as other property ;" but please 
you, what do the men who are in favor of slavery want more 
than thist What do they really want, other than that 
slaveiy, being in the territories, shall be controlled as other 
property 1 

If they want anything else, I do not compreliend it;. I ask 
your attention to this, first, for the purpose of poinline out the 
change of ground the Judge has made ; and, in tlie second 
place, the impoitance of the change— that that change is not 
such as to ^ve you gentlemen who want his popular sover- 
eignty the power to exclude the institution or drive it out at 
all. 1 know the Judge sometimes squints at the araument 
that in controlling it as other property by unfriendly legisla- 
tion they may control it to death, as you might in the case of 
a horse, perhaps, feed him so lightly and ride him so much 
that he would die. But when you come to legislative control, 
there is something more to be attended to. 1 have no doubt 
myself, that if the territories should undertake to control slave 
prop ■•-.j^ as other property— th.at is, control it ia such a way 
thiu It would be the most valuable as property, and make it bear 
12« 
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ite Just proportion in the way of burdens as property — really 
deal with it as property — the Supremo Court of tlie United 
States will say, " God speed you and amen," But I under- 
take to giye the opinion, at least, that if the territories attempt 
by any direct legiaiation to drive the man with liis slave out 
of the territory, or to decide that his slave is free because of 
his being taken in there, or to tax him to such an extent that 
he cannot keep him there, the Supreme Court will unhesita- 
tingly decide all such legielalioa unconstitutional, as long as 
that Supreme Court is constructed as the Dred Scott Supreme 
Court is. The first two things they have already decided, ex- 
cept that tliere is a little quibble among lawyers between the 
words dicUi and dedsion. They have already decided a negro 
cannot be made free by territorial legislation. 

What is that Dred Scott decision ? Judge Douglas labors 
to show that it is one thing, while I think it is altogether dif- 
ferent. It is a long opinion, but it is all embodied in this 
short slatement: "The Constituiion of the United States 
forbids Congress to deprive a man of his pi'opei-ty, without 
due process of law ; the right of property in slaves is distinctly 
and expressly affirmed in that Constitution i therefore, if Con- 
gress sh)ill undertake to say that a man's slave is no longer his 
dave, when he crosses a certain line into a territory, that is 
depriving him of his property witliout due process of law, and 
is unconstitutional." There is the whole Dred Scott decision. 
They add that if Congress cannot do so itself, Congr^s can- 
not confer any power to do so, and hence any effort by the 
territorial legislature to do either of these things is absolutely 
decided against. It is a foregone conclusion by that court. 

Now, aa to this indirect mode by " unfriendly legislature," 
all lawyers here will readily understand that such a proposi- 
tion cannot be tolerated for a moment, because a legislature 
cannot indirectly do that which it cannot accomplish direct- 
ly. Then I say any legislature to control this property, as 
property, for its benefit as property, would be hailed by this 
Dred Scott Supreme Court and fully sustained ; but any legis- 
lation driving slave property out, or destroying it as property, 
directly or indirectly, will, most assuredly, hy that court, bo 
held unconstitutional. 

Judge Douglas says if the Constitution carries slavery into 
the territories, beyond the power of the people of the tei-ito- 
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ies to control it as other property, then it follows logically 
that every one who swears to support the Constitution of the 
United States, must give that support to that property which 
it needs. And if the Constitution carries slavery into the 
territories, beyond the power of the people to control it as 
other proper^, Ihen it also carries it into the States, because 
the Constitution is the supreme law of the land- Mow, gen- 
tlemen, II it were not for my excessive modesty I would say 
that I told that very thing to Judge Douglas quif« a year ago. 
This argument is here in print, and if it were not for my 
modesty as I said, I might call your attention to it. If you 
read it, you will find that I not only made that argument, but 
made it better than he has made it since. 

There is, however, this difference- I say now, and said 
then, there is no sort of question that the Supreme Court has 
decided that it is the right of the slaveholder to take his slave 
and hold him in the territory ; and saying this, Judge Dong- 
las himself admits the conclusion. He says if that is so, this 
consequence will follow ; and because this consequence would 
follow, his argument is, the decision cannot, therefore, be that 
way — " that would spoil ray Popular Sovereignty, and it can- 
not be po.^ible that this great principle has been squelched out 
in this extraordinary way. It might be, if it were not for (he 
extraordinary consequences of spoiling my humbug," 

Another feature of the Judge's argument about the Dred 
Scott case is, an effort to show that that decision deals alto- 
gether in declarations of negatives ; that the Gonstituljon does 
not affirm anything as expounded by the Dred Scott decision, 
but it only declares a want of power— a total absence of 
power, in reference to the teiTitories. It seems to bo hia pur- 
pose to make the whole of tliut decision to result in a mere 
negative declaration of a want of power in Congress to do 
anything in relation to this matter in territories. I know the 
opinion of the Judges states that there is a total absence of 
power J but that is, unfortunately, not all it states ; for the 
Judges add that the right of property in a slave is distinctly 
and expressly affirmed in the Constitution, It does not stop 
at saying that the right of property in a slave is recognized in 
the Constitution, is declared to exist somewhere in the Con- 
stitution, but says it is affir^ned in the Constitution. Its lan- 
guage is equivalent to saying that it ia embodied and so 
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woven into that insfrument that it cannot be detached with- 
out breaking Ihe Constitution itself. Tn a word, it is part of 
the Constitulion. 

Douglas ia singularly UDfortunale in hia effort to make out 
that decision to bo altt^ether negative, when the express lan- 
guage at the vital part is that this is difitinctly affirmed in the 
Constitution, I think myself, and I repeat it here, that this 
decision does not merely cany slavery into the terrilories, hut 
by its logical conclusion it can'ies it into the States in which 
we live. One provision of that Constitution is, that it shall 
be the supreme law of the land — I do not quote the language — 
any constitution or law of any State to tho contrary, not- 
withstanding. This Dred Scott decbion says that the right of 
property in a fkve is affirmed in that Constitution, which is 
the supreme law of the land, any State constitution or law 
notwithstanding. Then I say that to destroy a thing which 
is distinctly affirmed and supported by the supreme law of the 
land, even by a Slate constitution or law, is a violation of that 
supreme law, and there is no escape from it. In my judg- 
ment there is no avoiding that result, save that the American 
people shall see that constitutions are better construed than 
our Constitution is construed in that decision. They must 
take care that it is more faithfully and truly carried out than 
it is there expounded. 

I must hasten to a conclusion. Near the beginning of my 
remarks, I said that this insidious Douglas popular sovereign- 
ty is the measure that now threatens Ihe purpose of the 
Eupublican party, to prevent slavery from being nationalized 
in tlie United States. I propose to ask your attention for a 
little while to some propositions in affirmance of that state- 
ment. Take it just as it stands, and apply it as a principle ; 
extend and apply that principle elsewhere, and consider whore 
it will lead you. L now put this proposition, that Judge 
Douglas' popular sovei'signty applied will re-open the African 
slave-trade ; and I will demonstrate it by any variety of ways 
in which you can turn the subject or look at it. 

The Judge says that the people of the territories have the 
right, by his principle, to have slaves, if they want them. 
Then I say that the people in Georgia have tlie right to buy 
slaves in Africa, if they want them, and I defy any man on 
earth to show any distinctioq between the two things — to 
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show ihjit the one is either more wicked or more unlawful; 
to show, on original pvinc-iplei', that one is tetler or worse 
than the other; or to show by the Constitulion, that one 
diffoi-B n whit from the other. He will tell me, doubtless, that 
there is no constitutional provision against people taking 
slaves into the new temtories, and I tell him that there is 
equally no constitutional provision against buying slaves in 
Africa. He will tell you ihat a people, in the exercise of 
popular sovereignty, ought to do as they please about that 
thing, and have slaves if they want them ; and I tell you that 
the people of Georgia are as much entitled to popular sover- 
eignty and to buy shives in Africa, if ihey want them, as the 
people of the temtory are to have slaves if they want them. 
I ask any man, dealing honestly with himself, to point out a 
distinction, 

I have recently seen a letter of Judge Douglas', in which 
without staling that to be the object, he doubtless endeavors 
to make a distinction between the two. He says he is un- 
alterably opposed to Ihe repeal of the laws against the African 
slave-trade. And why t He then seeks to give a reason that 
would not apply to his popular sovereignty in the territories. 
Wliat IS that reason? " Tbe abolition of the African slave- 
trade is a compromise of the Constitution !" I deny it, 
There 13 no truth in the proposition that the abolition of the 
Afriean slave-trade is a compromise of the Constitution. No 
man con put his finger on anything in the Constitution, or on 
the line of hislory, which shows it. It is a mere barren as- 
sertion, made simply for the purpose of getting up a distinc- 
tion between the revival of the African slave-trade and hi> 
"great principle." 

At the ticne the Constitution of the United States was 
adopted It was expected that the slave-trade would be abol- 
ished, I should assert, and insist upon that, if Judge Doug- 
las denied it. But I know that it was equally expected that 
slavery would be excluded fi-om the territories, and I can show 
by history, that in i^ard to these two things, public opinion 
was exactly alike, while in regard to positive action, there was 
more done in the Ordinance of '87 to resist the spread of 
slavery thau was ever done to abolish the foreign slave-trade. 
Lest I be misunderstood, I say again that at the time of the 
formation of the constitution, public expectation was thiit ihe 
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slave-trade would be abolished, but no more bo than the spread 
of slavery in the territories should be i-estrained. They sland 
alike, except that in the ordinance of '87 there was a mark 
left by public opinion, showing that it was more comraitled 
against the spread of slavery in the territories than against the 
foreign dave- trade. 

Compromise ! What word of compromise was there about 
it. Why, the public sense was then in fevor of the abolition 
of the slave-trade ; but there was at the time a very great com- 
mercial interest involved in it, and extensive capital in that 
branch of trade. There were doubtless the incipient stages of 
improvement in the South in Ibe way of farming, dependent 
on the slave-trade, and they made a proposition to Congress 
to abolish the trade after allowing it twenty years, a sufficient 
time for the capital and commerce engaged in it to be trans 
ferred to other channels. They made no provision that it 
should be abolished in twenty years ; I do not doubt that they 
expected it would be; but they made no bai^ain about it. 
The public sentiment left no doubt in the minds of any that it 
would be done away. I repeat, there is nothing in the history 
of those times in favor of tliat matter being a ctanpromise of the 
Constitution. It was the public expectation at the lime, 
manifested in a thousand ways, that the spread of slavery 
should also be restricted. 

'llien 1 say if this principle is established, that there is no 
wrong in slavery, and whoever wants it has a right to have it, 
is a matter of dollars and cents, a sort of question as to bow 
tliey shall deal with brutes, — that between us and the n^o 
here there is no sort of question, but that at the South the 
question is between -the negro and the crocodile. That is all. 
It is a mere matter of policy ; there is a perfect right accord- 
ing to interest to do just as you please — when this is done, 
where this doctrine prevails, the miners and sappers will have 
formed public opinion for the slave-trade. TTiey will be ready 
for Jeff. Davis and Stephens, and other leaders of that com- 
pany, to sound the bugle for the revival of the slave-trade, for 
the second Dred Scott decbion, for the flood of slavery to be 
poured over the free States, while we sliall be here tied down 
and helpless, and run over like sheep. 

It is to be part and pared of this same idea, to say to men 
who want to adhere to the Democratic party, who have always 
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belonged to that parly, and are only looking about for some 
excuse to stick to it, but nevertheless liate slavery, that Doug- 
las's popular sovereignty is as good a way aa amy to oppose 
slavery. They allow themselves to be persuaded easily, in ac- 
cordance with their previous dispositions, into this lielief, that 
it is about as good a way of opposing slavery as any, and we 
can do that without straining our old party ties or breaking 
up old political associations. We can do so without being 
called negro- worshippers. We can do that without being sub- 
jected to the jibes and sneers that are so readily thrown out in 
place of argument, where no ai^iiraent can be found. So let 
us stick to this popular sovereignty — this insidious popular 
sovereignty. Kow let me call your attention to one thing 
that has really happened, which shows this gradual and steady 
debauching of public opinion, this course of preparation for the 
revival of the slave-trade, f th t 11 d d I 

new Dred Scott decision, tl t t J 1 7 h f 

States, Did you ever, five j ra hea f ybody b 

world saying that the negro Id h re tl D I 

of National Independence 1 t d d t m an oes 

all ; and when " all men" [ k f t 

included T 

I am satisfied tliat five year th t p p ts t 

put upon paper by any livi b j 1 II b 

unable at any time to find m 1 h w Id 

declare that he had ever known of anybodj sajmgsofnejears 
ago. But last year there was not a Douglas popular sover- 
eign in Illinois who did not say it. Is there one in Ohio hut 
declares his firm belief that the Declaration of Independence 
did not mean negroes at all f I do not know how thb is ; I 
have not been here mucli ; but I presume you are very much 
alike everywhere. Then I suppose that all now express the 
belief that tlie Declaration of Independence never did mean 
negroes. I call ujion one of them to say that he said it iive 
years ago. 

If you think that now, and did not think it then, tlie next 
thing that strikes mo is to remark that there has been a change 
wrought in you, and a very significant change it is, being no 
less than changing the negro, in your estimation, from the rank 
of a man to that of a bi-ute. They are taking him down, and 
placing him, when spoken of, among reptiles and crocodiles, 
as Judge Douglas himself expresses it. 
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Is not this change wrought in your mincis a yer7 important 
change ^ Public opinion in this country is everything. In a 
ration like oui-s this popular sovereignty and squatter sover- 
eignty have ah-eady wrought a change in ths puhlio mind to the 
extent I have slated. There is no man in this crowd who can 
contradict it. 

Now, if you are opposed to slavery honestly, as much ae 
anybody, I ask you to note that fact, and the like of wliich is 
to follow, to be plastered on, layer after layei, until very soon 
you are prepared to deal with the negro everywhere as inith 
the brute. If public sentiment has not been debauched al- 
ready to this point, a new turn of the screw in th<it diiection 
is all that is wanting ; and this is constantly being done by 
the teachers of this insidious popular soveteignty. You need 
but one or two turns further until your minds, now ripening 
under these teachings, will be ready for all these things, and 
you will receive and support, or submit to, the slave trade, re- 
vived with all its horrors, a slave code enforced in our terri- 
tories, and a new Dred Scott decision to bring slavery up into 
the very heart of the free North. This, I must say, is but 
carrying out those words prophetically spoken by Mr. Clay,, 
many, niany years ago — 1 believe more than thirty years, when 
he told an audience that if they would repress all tendencies 
to liberty and ultimate emancipation, they must go back to the 
era of our independence and muzzle (he cannon whicb thun- 
dered its annual joyous return on the Fourth of July ; they 
must blow out the moral lights around us ; they must pene- 
trate the human soul and eradicate the love of liberty ; but 
until they did tha-e things, and others eloquently enumerated 
by him, ihey could not repress all tendencies to ultimate eman- 

I ask attention to the fact that in a pre-eminent degree 
these popular sovereigns are at this work ; blowing out the 
moral lights around us ; teaching that the negi-o is no longer a 
man but a brute ; that the Declaration has nothing to do with 
him; that he ranks with the crocodile and the reptile? that 
man, with body and soul, is a matter of dollars and cents. I 
suggest to this portion of the Ohio Republicans, or Democrats, 
if there beany present, the serious consideration of tliia fact, 
that there is now going on among you a steady process of de- 
bauching public opinion on this subject. With this, my 
friends, I bid you adieu. 
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SPEECH OF MR. LINCOLN, 

At Cincinnati, Ohio, Stptemher, ISoi). 

Mr FKr.y.ow-crnzENS OF THE State OF Ohio : Tliis is the 
jirst time in my life thai; I have upfieared before an audience 
in so great a city as this. I therefore — though I am no longer 
a young man — make this appearance under some degree of 
en>bari'assment. But I have found that when one is embar- 
rassed, usually the Bhortest way to got through with it is to 
quit talking or thinking about it, and go at something else. 

I understand that you have had recently with you my very 
distinguished friend, Judge Donglas, of Illinois, and I under- 
stand, without having had an opportunity (not greatly sought 
to be sure) of seeing a report of the speech that lie made here, 
that he did me the honor to mention my humble name. I 
suppose that he did so for the purpose of making some ohjec- 
tion 'to some sentiment at some time expre^wi by me. I 
should expect, it is true, that Judge Douglas had reminded 
you, or informed you, if you had never before heard.it, that I 
had once in my life declared it as my opinion that this govern- 
ment cannot "endure permanently half slave and half free ; 
that a house divided against itself canijot stand," and, as I 
had expressed it, I did not expect the house to fail ; that I did 
not expect the Union to be dissolved ; but that I did expect 
that it would cease to be divided ; that it would become all 
one thing or all the other ; that either the opposition of slavery 
would aiTest the further spread of it, and place it where the 
public mind would rest in the belief that it was in the course 
of ultimate extinction ; or the friends of alaveiy will push it 
forward until it becomes alike lawful in all the States, old op 
new, free as well as slave. I did, fifteen months ago, express 
that opinion, and upon many occasions Judge Douglas has de- 
nounced it, and has greatly, intentionally or unintentionally, 
misrepresented my purpose in the expression of that opinion. 
I presume, without having seen a report of his speech, that 
he did so here. I presume that he alluded also to that opinion 
in diiferent language, having been expressed ali a subsequent 
time by Governor Seward of New-York, and that he took the 
two in a lump and denounced them ; that he tried to point out 
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tbat there was something couched in this opinion which led 
to the making of sn entiie unifoimitj of the local inatituliona 
of the various State*! ot the Union, in ntler di'regani ot the 
different States, which in their nature would seem to requiie 
a variety of inttitutionn, and a vatiety of laws, confoiming to 
the differences in the nature of the different States 

Not only so I presume he insi'.led that this was a decUri- 
tion of war helw cen the free and slave Statea — that it vi i.'. the 
sounding to the onset of continual war between the different 
States, the slave and free States. 

This charge, in this form, was made by Judge Douglas, on, 
I believe, the 9t!i of July, 1858, in Chicago, in my hearing. 
On the next evening, I made some reply to it. I informed 
him that many of the inferences he drew from that expression 
of mine were altogether foreign to any purpose entertained by 
me, and in so for as he should ascribe these inferences to me, 
as my purpose, he was entirely mistaken ; and in so far as he 
might argue that whatever might be my purpose, actions, con- 
forming to my views, would lead ;o these results, he miRht 
ai^ue and establish if he could ; but, so far as purposes were 
concerned, he was totally mistaken as to me. 

When I made that reply to him — when I told him, on (ho 
question of declaring war between the different States of the 
Union, that I had not said that I did not expect any peace 
upon this question until slavery was exterminated ; that I had 
only said I expected peace when that institution was put where 
the public mind should rest in the belief that it was in course 
of ultimate extinction ; that I believed fi'om the organization 
of our government, until a very recent period of time, the in- 
stitution had been placed and continued upon such a basis ; 
that we had had comparative peace upon that question 
through a portion of that period of time, only because the 
public mind rested in that belief in regard to il, and that when 
we returned to that position in i-elation to that matter, I sup- 
posed we should again have peace as we previously had. I 
assured him, as I now assure you, that I neither then had, nor 
have, nor never had, any purpose in any way of interfering 
with the institution of slaveiy, where it exists. I believe we 
have no power, under the Constitution of the United States, 
or rather under the form of government under which we live, 
to interfere with the institution of slavei-y, or any dthor of the 
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institutions of our Hskr State?, be they free or slave States. I 
declared tlien, and I now re-declare, that I have as iitlle incli- 
nation to interfere with the institution of slavery where it 
now exists, through the instrumentality of the geneial govei'n- 
ment, or any other instrumentality, as I believe we have no 
power to do so. I accidentally used this expression ; I had no 
purpose of entering into the slave States to disturb the insti- 
tution of slavery ! So, upon the first occnsion that Judge 
Douglas got an opportunity to reply to me, he passed by the 
whole body of what I had said upon that subject, and seized 
upon the particular expressiou of mine, that I had no purpose 
of entering into the slave States to disturb the institution of 
slavery. "Oh, no," said he, "ho (Lincoln) won't enter into 
the slave States to disturb the institution of slavery ; he is too 
prudent a man to do such a thing as that ; he only means 
that he will go on to the line between the free and slave 
Slates, and shoot over at them. This is all he means to do. 
He means to do them all the harm he can, to disturb them all 
he can, in such a waj as to keep his own hide in perfect safety. " 
Well, now, I did not think, at that time, that that was 
either a very dignified or very l<^ical argument ; but so it 
was. I had to get along with it as well as I could. 

It has occurred to me here to-night, that if I ever do shoot 
over the line at the people on the other side of the line into a 
slave State, and purpose to do so, keeping my skin safe, that 
I have now ahout the best chance I shall ever have. I should 
not wonder that there are some Kentuckians about this au- 
dience i we are close to Kentucky ; and whether that be so or 
not, we are on elevated ground, and by speaking distinctly, I 
should not wonder if some of the Kentuckians would hear me 
on ihe other side of the river. For that reason I propose to 
address a portion of what I have to say to the Kentuckians. 

I say, then, in the first place, to the Kentuckians, that I am 
what they call, as I understand it, a "Black Ilepublican." I 
think slavery is wrong, moraUy and politically. I desire that 
It should be no fui-ther spread in these United States, and I 
should not object if it should gradually terminate in the whole 
Union. While I say this lor myself, I say to you Ken- 
tuckians, that I understand you difier radically with me upon 
this proposition ; that you believe slavery is a good thing ; 
that slavery is right ; that it ought to be extended and per- 
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Now, there Leing this broad diffei-- 
not pretend in addressing myself to 
you, Kentuckiaiis, to attempi proselyting you ; ihat would be 
a vain effort. I do not enter upon it. 1 only propose to try 
to show you tbat you ought to nominate for the nest Presi- 
dency, at Charleston, my distinguished friend, Judge DoogUis. 
In all that there is a difference Ivetween you and him, I un- 
dei-Bland he is sincerely for you, and more wisely for you, than 
you are for yourselves. I will try to demonstrate that propo- 
sition. Understand now, I say that I believi) he is as sin- 
cerely for you, and more wisely for you, than you are for 
yourselves. 

What do you want more than anything else to make suc- 
cessful your views of slavery — to advance the outspread of it, 
and to secure and perpetuate the nationality of it? What do 
you want more than anything else? What is needed abso- 
lutely 1 What is indispensable to you ? Why ! if I may be 
allowed to answer the question, it is to retain a hold upon the 
North — it is to rel^n support and strenglh from the free 
Stales. If you can get this support and strength from the 
free Slates you can succeed. If you do not get this support 
and this strength from the free States, you are in the minority, 
and you are beaten at once. 

If that proposition be admitted — and it is undeniable — then 
the next thing I say to you is, thai Douglas of all the men in 
this nation is the only man tbat affords you any hold upon the 
free States j that no other man can give you any strength in 
the free States. This being so, if you doubt the other branch 
of the proposition, whether he it for you — whetlier he is really 
for you, as I hiie expressed it, I propose asking youi atten- 
tion for a whde to a ten facts 

The issue between you and me understand, i«, that I think 
slavery is wrong, and ought not to be outwpread, and you 
think it is right md oucht fo be extenled and perpetuated. 
[A voice, " Oh, Lord ] Ihjt is my Kenluckiau I im talk- 
ing to now. 

I now proceed to tiy to show jou tl at Doughs is as sin- 
cerely for you and moie wisely foi you than you tie lor your- 
selves. 

In the fii-ft pUie ne know thit in t ^neniment hi e this, 
in agovcrnmcnt ci the secpl wh le the voi e ot ■ill the men 
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of that country, substantially, enters into the execution — or 
administration rather — of the government, in such a govern- 
ment, what lies at the bottom of all of it, is public opinion, 
I lay down the pro[.osition, that Judge Douglas is not only 
tlie man that promises you in advance a hold upon the North, 
and support in the North, but that he constantly moulds pub- 
lic opinion to your ends ; that in every possible way he can, he 
constantlj" moulds the public opinion of the North to your 
ends ; and if there are a few things in which he seems to be 
against you — a few things whit^h he says that appear to be 
against you, and a few that he forbears to say which you 
would like to have him say — you ought to remember that the 
saying of the one, ov the forbearing lo say the other, would 
lose his hold upon the North, and, by consequence, would lose 
his capacity to seri'e you. 

Upon this subject of moulding public opinion, 1 call your 
attention to the fact — for a well-established fact it is — that the 
Judge never eays your institution of slavery is wrong ; he 
never says it is right, to be sure, but he never siiys it is wrong. 
There is not a public man in the United Slates, I believe, with 
the exception of Senator Douglas, who has not, at some time 
in his life, declared his opinion whether the thing is tight or 
wrong ; but Senator Douglas never declares it is wrong. He 
leaves himself at perfect liberty to do all in your favor which 
he would be hindered from doing if he were to declare the 
thing lo be wrong. On the contrary, he takes all the chances 
that he has for inveigling the sentiment of the North, opposed 
to slavery, into your support, by never saying it is right 
This you ought to set down to his credit. You ought to give 
him full ci-edit for this much, little though it be i omparison 
to the whole which he does for you. 

Some other things I will ask your ittention to He said 
upon the floor of the United States Sei afe and he has re- 
peated it as I understand a great many times that he does not 
care whether slavery is " voled up oi voted down ' This 
again shows you, or ought to show you, if you wo Id reason 
upon it, that he does not believe it to be wrong, for a man 
may say, when he sees nothing wrong in a thing, that he does 
not care whether it be voted up or voted down ; but no man 
can logically t^y that ho cares not whether a thing goes up or 
goes down, which to him appears to be wrong- You ihere- 
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fore have a demonstration in this, tliat to JncJge Douglas's 
mind your favorite institution witich you would have s^pread 
oul, and mfide perpetual, ja no wrong. 

Another thing he tells you, in a speech made at Memphis, in 
Tennessee, shortly after the canvass in Illinois, last year. Me 
there distinctly told the people, that there was a " line drawn 
by the Almighty across this continent, on the one siilu of 
which the soil must always be cultivated by slaves ;" that he 
did not pretend to know exactly where that line was, but that 
there was such a lios. I want to ask your attention to that 
proposition again ; that there is one portion of this continent 
where the Almighty has designed the soil shall always he cul- 
tivated by slaves ; that its being cultivated by slaves at tlj^it 
place is right ■, that it has the direct sympathy and authoi'ity 
of the Almighty. Whenever you can get these Northern au- 
diences to adopt the opinion that slavery is right on the other 
side of the Ohio ; whenever you can get them, in pui-suanee of 
Douglas's views, to adopt that sentiment, they will very 
readily make the other argument, which is perfectly logical, 
that that which is right on that side of the Ohio, cannot be 
wrong on this, and that if you have that property on that side 
of the Ohio, under the seal and stamp of the Almighty, when 
by any means it escapes over here, it is wrong to have consii- 
tutions and laws " to devil" you about it. So Douglas is 
moulding the public opinion of the North, iirst to say that the 
thing is right in your Slate over the Ohio river, and lience to 
say that that which is right there is not wrong here, and that 
all laws and constitutions here, recognizing it as being wrong, 
are themselves wrong, and ought to be repealed and abrogated. 
He will tell you, men of Ohio, that if you choose here to have 
laws against slavery, it is in conformity to the idea that your 
climate is not suited to it, that your climate is rot suited to 
slave labor, and therefore you have constitutions and laws 
against it. 

Let us attend to that ai^ument for a little while and see if 
it be sound. You do not raise sugar-cane (except the new- 
fiishioned sugar-cane, andyou won't raise that long), but they do 
raise it in Louisiana. You don't raise it in Ohio because you 
can't raise it profitably, because the climate don't suit it. 
They do raise it in Louisiana beciiusc there it is profllal.>h\ 
Now, Douglas will tell you that is precisely the slavery qui^s- 
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t on Tl ^i the) do Lave slaves there because they are profi- 
tal le a 1 ou don't have them here because tliey are not 
p oJila! le If th t is so, then it leads to dealing with tlie one 
p ec '<ely as w tl the other. Is there then anything in the 
const t ton or laws of Ohio against raising sugar-cane! Have 
jou found t necessary to put any such provision in your law ! 
Surely not No man desires to raise sugar-cane in Ohio ; but, 
f any ma i d d de ire to do so, you woald say it was a lyran- 
n cal law tl at forbids his doing so, and whenever you 
shall agree tl Douglas, wheneveryour minds are brought to 
adopt 1 IS arguments, as surely you will have readied the 
onclu on that although slavery is not profitable in Oliio, 
t any n%a ant-f it, it is wrong to him not to let him have 

In this m,itter Judge Douglas is preparing the public mind 
for you of Kentucky, to make perpetual that good thin" in 
your estimation, about which you and I differ. " 

In this connection let me ask your attention to another 
thing. I believe it is safe to assert that five years ago, no living 
man had expressed the opinion that the negro had no share in 
the Declaration of In dependence. Let me state that a^ain : 
five years ago no living man had expressed the opinion" that 
the negi-o had no share in the Declaration of Indepen- 
dence. If there is in this lai^e audience any man who ever 
knew of that opinion being pot upon paper ns much as five 
years ago, I will be obliged to him now or at a subsequent time 
to show it. 

If that be true, I wish you then to note the next fact ; that 
withm the space of five years Senator Douglas, in the amu- 
ment of this question, has got his entire party, so far ^ I 
know, without exception, to join in saying that the negi'o has 
no share m the Declaration of Independence. If there be 
now in all these United States one Douglas man that does not 
say this, I have been unable upon any occasion to scare him 
up. Now, if none of you said this five years aco, and all of 
you say it now, tliat is a matter that you Kentuckians ought to 
note. That is a vast change in the Northern public senti- 
ment upon that question. 

Of what tendency is that change? The tendency of that 
change is to bring the public mind to the conchision that when 
men are spoken of, the negro is not meant ; that when negroes 
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are spoken of, brutes alone are contemplated. That change in 
public sentiment lias alreadj- lie^jraded the black man in the 
estimation of Douglas and !iis followers from the condition of 
a man of some sort, and assigned to him the condition of 
a brute. Now, you Kentuckians ought to give Douglas credit 
for this. That is the largest possible stride that can be made 
ia regard to ihe perpetuation of your thing of slavery. 

A voice — " Speak to Ohio men and not to Kentuckians !" 

Mr. Lincoln — I beg permission to speat as I please. 

In Kentucky, perhaps, in many of the slave States certain- 
ly, you are trying to establish the rightfulness of slavery by 
reference to the Bible. You are trying to show that slavery 
existed in the Bible times by Divine ordinance. Now, Doug- 
las ia wiser than you, for your own benefit, upon that subject. 
Douglas knows that whenever you establish that slavery was 
right by'the ISible, it will occnr that that slavery was the 
slavery of the while man — of men without reference to color — 
and he knows very well that you may entertain that idea in 
Kentucky as much as you please, but you will never win any 
Northern support upon it. He makes a wiser argument for 
jou ; he makes the argument that the slaveiy of the Olaek man, 
the slavery of the man who has a skin of a different color 
from your own, b right. He thereby brings to your support 
Norlhom votei-s who could not for a moment be brought by 
your own argument of the Bible-right of slavery. Will you 
not give him credit for that? Will you not say that in this 
matter he is more wisely for you than you are for yourselves? 

Now, having established with his entire party this doctrine 
— having been entirely successful in that branch of his efforts 
in your behalf, he is ready for another. 

At this same meeting at Memphis, he declared that, while 
in all contests between the negro and the white man, he was 
for the white man, in all questions between the negro and the 
crocodile he was for the negro. He did not make that declara- 
tion accidentally at Memphis. He made it a great many times 
in the canvass in Illinois last year (though I don't know that 
it was reported in any of his speeches there), but he frequently 
made it. I believe he repeated it at Columbus, and I should 
not wonder if he repeated it here. It is, then, a deliberate 
way of expresgng himself upon that subject. It is a matter of 
mature delibeiation wilh him thus io express himself upon 
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fLat point of his case. It, tlierefore, requires some deliberate 
attention. 

The tirat inference seems to be, (hat if you do not enslave 
the n^o you are wronging the white man in some way or 
other; and that wlioever b opposed to the negro being 
enskved, is, in some way or other, against the white man. Is 
not that a falsehood? If there was a necessary conflict be- 
tween the white man and the negro, I should be for the white 
man as much as Judge Douglas ; but I say there is no such 
necessary conflict. I say that there is room enough for ua all 
to be free, and that it not only does not wrong the white man 
that the negro should be free, but it positively wi'onga the mass 
of the white men that the negro should be enslaved ; that the 
mass of white men ate really injured by the effects of slavo 
labor in the vicinity of the flelda of their own labor. 

But I do not ilesiro to dwell upon this branch of the ques- 
tion more than to say that this assumption of his is false, and 
I do hope that that fallacy will not long prevail in the minds 
of intelligent while men. At all events, you ought to thank 
Judge DouDlas for it. It is for your benefit it is made. 

The other branch of it i.=, that in a struggle between the 
negro and (he crocodile, he is for the negro. Well, I don't 
know that there is any struggle between the n^ro and eroco- 
dile, either. I suppose that if a crocodile (or as we old Ohio 
river boatmen used to call them, alligators) should come 
across a white man he would kill him if he could, and so he 
would a negro. But what,at last, is tliis proposition f I he- 
lieve that it is a sort of proposition in proportion, which may 
00 stated thus: " As the negro is to the white man, so is the 
crocodile to the ncf3x> ; and as the negro may rightfully treat 
the crocodile as a beast or reptile, so the while man may right- 
fully treat the negro as a beast or a reptile." That is really 
the " knip" of all that argument of his. 

Now, my brother Kentuckians, who believe in this, you 
ought to thank Judge Douglas for having put that in a much 
more taking way than any of yourselves have done. 

Again, Douglas's great priiidple, "popular sovereignty," as 
he calls it, gives you, by natural consequence, the revival of 
the slave-trade whenever you want it. If you question this, 
listen awhile, consider awhile, what I shall advance in support 
of that proposition. 

13 
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He says that it is the sacred right of the man who goes into 
the territories to have slavery if he vi'ants it. Grant thai 
for argument's sake. Is it not the sacved right of the man 
who don't go there equally to buy slaves in Africa, if he wants 
ihem ? Can you point out the difference? The man who 
goes into the territories of Kansas and Nebraska, OP any other 
new territory, with the sacred right of taking a slave there 
whiehbelongs tohim, would certainly have no more right to take 
one there than I would, who own no slave, but who would desire 
to buy one and take him there. You will not say — you, the 
friends of Judge Douglas — that tlio man who does not own a 
.slave, has an equal right to buy one and take him to the terri- 
tory, as the other does ? 

A voice — " I want to ask a question. Don't foreign nations 
interfere with the slave-trade f 

Mr. Lincoln — Well ! I under.«land it to be a principle of 
Democracy to whip foreign nations whenever they interfere 

Voice — " I only asked for information. I am a Eepublican 
myself." 

Mr. Lincoln — Ton and I will be on the best terms in the 
world, but T do not wish to he divei'ted_ from the point I was 
trj'iijg to press. 

I say that Douglas's popular sovereignty, establishing his 
sacred right in the people, if you please, if carried to its logi- 
cal conclusion, gives equally the sacred right to the people of 
the States or the territories themselves to buy slaves, where- 
ever they can buy them cheapest ; and if any man can show 
a distinction, I should like to hear him try it. If any matt 
can show how the people of Kansas have a better right to 
slaves because they want them, than the people of Georgia 
have to buy them in Africa, I want him to do it. I think it 
cannot be done. If it is " popular sovereignty" for the peo- 
ple to have slaves because they want them, it is popular 
sovereignty for them to buy them in Africa, because they de- 

I know that Douglas has recently made a little effort — not 
seeming to notice tliat he had a ditterent theory — has made an 
effort to get rid of that. He has written a letter, addressed 
to somebody I believe who resides in Iowa, declaring his oppo- 
sition to the repeal of the law.s that prohibit the African slave- 
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trade. He bases Jiia opposition lo such repeal upon the 
ground that these laws are themselves one of the compromises 
of the Constitution of the United States. Now it would be 
very mteresting to see Judge Douglas or any of his friends 
turn to the Constitution of the United States and point out 
that compromise, to show where there is any compromise in 
the Constitution, or provision in the Constitution, express or 
imphed, by which the administrators of that Constitution are 
under any obligation to repeal the African slave-trade. I 
know, or at least I think I know, that (he framei-s of that 
Constitution did expect that the African slave-trade would be 
abolished at the end of twenty years, lo which time their pro- 
bibition against its being abolished extended. I think thei-e la 
abundiuit contemporaneous history to show that the framers 
of the Constitution expected it lo be abolished. But while 
they so expected, they gave nothing for that expectation, and 
they put no provision in the Constitution requiring it should 
be so abolished. The migration or impo.'tation of such per- 
sons as the fctatts shall see fit to admit shall not be prohibited 
but a certain tax might be levied upon such importation. But 
what was to be done after that time? The Constitution is as 
silent about that os it is silent, personally, about myself. 
1 here 18 absolutely nothing in it scbout that subject— there is 
only the expectation of the framers of the Constitution that 
the slave-trade would be abolished at the end of that time, 
and they expected it would be abolished, owing to pubHc sen 
tment, before that lime, and they put that provision in in 
order that it should not be abolished before that time, for rea- 
sons which I suppose they thought to be sound ones, but 
which I will not dow try to enumerate before you. 

But while they expected the slave-trade would be abolished 
at that time, they expected that the spread of slavery into the 
new territories should also be restricted. It is as easy to 
prove that the fi-amers of the Constitution of the United 
htates expected that slavery should be -proliibiled from ex- 
tending into ihe new territories, as it is to pmve that it was 
expected that the slave-trade should be abolished. Both these 
things were expected. One was no more expected than the 
other, and one was no more a compromise of the Constitution 
than the other. There was nothing said in the Constitution 
in regard to the spread of slavery into the ten-itories. I grant 
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that, but there was something very important said about it by 
the same generation of men iu the adoption of the old ordi- 
nance of '87, through the influence of which you here in Ohio, 
our neighbors in Indiana, we in Illinois, our neighbors in Mi- 
chigan and Wisconsin are happy, prospei'ous, teeming millions 
of free men. That generation of men, though not to the full 
extent members of the Convention that framed the Constitu- 
tion, were to some extent members of that Convention, hold- 
ing seats at the same time in one body and the other, so that 
if there waB any compromise on either of these subjects, the 
Strong evidence is tliat that compromise was in favor of the 
restriction of slavery from the new territories. 

But Douglas says that he is unalterably opposed to the re- 
peal of those laws ; because, in his view, it is a compromise of 
the Constitution. Tou Kentuckians, no doubt, are somewhat 
oifended with that ! You ought not to be ! You ought to bo 
patient ! You ought to know that if he said less than that, he 
would lose the power of " luring" the Nortiiern States to 
your support, lleally, what you would push him to do would 
take from hira his entire power to serve you. And you ought 
to remember how long, by precedent. Judge Douglas holds 
himself obliged to stick by compromises. You ought to re- 
member that by the time you yourselves think you are ready 
to inaugurate measures for the revival of the African slave- 
trade, that sufficient time will have arrived, by precedent, for 
Judge Douglas to break through that compromise. He says 
now nothing more strong than he said in 1849, when he de- 
clared in favor of the Missouri compromise— that precisely 
four years and a quarter after he declared that compromise to 
be a sacred thing, which « no ruthless hand would ever dare 
to touch," he, himself, brought forward the measure ruth- 
lessly to destroy it. By a mere calculation of time it will 
only be four years more until he is ready to take back his pro- 
fession about the sacredness of the compromise abolishing the 
slave-trade. Precisely as soon as you are ready to have his 
services in that direction, by fair calculation, you may be sure 
of having them. 

But you remember and set down to Judge Douglas's debt, 
or discredit, that he, last year, said tlie people of territories 
can, in spite of the Dred Scott decision, exclude your slaves 
from thnte territories ; that he declared by " unfriendly legis- 
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latioii," the extension of your property into the new territories 
may be cat off in the leeth of the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Ho aasumed that position at Freeport, on the 27th of August, 
1868. He said that the people of the territories can exclude 
slavery in so many words. You ought, however, to bear in 
mind that he has never said it since. You may hunt in every 
speech that he has since made, and he has never used that ex- 
pi-ession once. He has never seemed to notice that he is 
stating his views differently from what he did then ; but, hy 
some sort of accident, he has always really stated it differently. 
He has always since then declared that " the Conalitution does 
not carry slavery into the territories of the United States be- 
yond the power of the people legally to control it, as other 
property." Now, there is a difference in the language used 
upon that former occasion and in this latter day. There may 
or may not be a difference in the meaning, but it is worth 
while considering whether there is not also a difference in 
meaning. 

What is it to exclude ? Wliy, it is to drive it out. It is in 
some way to put it out of the territory. It is to force it across 
the line, or change its character, so that as property it is out 
of existence. But what is the controlling it " as other pro- 
perty f Is controlling it as other property the same thing as 
destroying it, or driving it away « I should think not. I 
should think the controlling of it as other property would be 
just about what you in Eentucky should want. I understand 
the controlling of property means the controlling of it for the 
benefit of the owner of it. WhUe I have no doubt the Su- 
preme Court of the United States would say " God speed" to 
any of the territorial legislatures that should thus control slave 
property, they would sing quite a different tune, if by the pre- 
tence of controlling it they were to undertake to pass laws 
which virtually excluded it, and that upon a very well known 
principle to all lawyers, that vi-hat a legislature cannot directly 
do, it cannot do by indirection ; that as the legislature has not 
the power to drive slaves out, they have no power by indirec- 
tion, by tax, or by imposing burdens in any way on that pro- 
perty, to etfect the same end, and that any attempt to do so 
would be held by the Dred Scott court unconstitutional. 

Douglas is not willing to stand by his first proposition that 
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they can exclude it, because we have seen that that proposi- 
tion amounts to nothing more or leas than the naked absurdity, 
that you may lawfully drive out that which has a lawful right 
to remain. He admitted at first that the slave might be law- 
fully taken into the territories under the Constitution of the 
United Stales, and yet asserted that he might be lawfully 
driven out. That being the proposition, it is the absurdity I 
have stated. He is not willing to stand in the face of that 
direct, naked, and impudent absurdity ; he has, therefore, 
modified his language into that of being " controlled as other 
property.'' 

The Kentuckians don't like this in Douglas ! I will tell 
you where it will go. He now swears by the court. He was 
once a leading man in Illinois to break down a court, because 
it had made a decidon lie did not like. But he now not only 
swears by the court, the courts having got to working for you, 
but he denounces all men that do not swear by the courts, as 
unpatriotic, as bad citizens. When one of these acts of un- 
friendly legislation shall impose such heavy "burdens as to, in 
effeut, destroy property in slaves in a territory, 'and show 
plainly that there can be no mistake in the purpose of the 
Legislalure to make them so burdensome, this same Supreme 
Court will decide that law to be unconstitutional, and he will 
be ready to say for your benefit, "I swear by the court; I 
give it up ;" and while that is going on he has been getting 
all his men to swear by the courts, and to give it up with 
him. In this again he serves you faithfully, and as I say, 
more wisely than you serve yourselves. 

Again ; I have alluded in the beginning of these remarks 
to the fact, that Judge Douglas has made great complaint of 
my having expressed the opinion that this government " can- 
not endure permanently half slave and half free." He has 
complained of Sewai-d for using different language, and de- 
claring that there is an "irrepressible oonfiict" between the 
principles of free and slave labor. [A voice — " He says it is 
not original with Seward. That it is original with Lincoln."] 
I will attend to that immediately, sir. Since that time, Hick- 
man, of Pennsylvania, espi-essed the same sentiment. He has 
never denounced Mr. Hickman: whyl There is a little 
chance, notwithstanding that opinion in the mouth of Hick- 
man, that ho may yet be a Douglas man. That is the dif- 
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ference! It is not unpatriotic fo hold that opinion, if a man 
is a Douglas man. 

But neither I nor Seward, noi- HiAman, is entitled to the 
enviable or unenviable distinction of having first expressed 
that idea. The same idea was expressed by the Richmond 
Enquirer, m Virginia, in 1856— quite two years before it was 
expressed by the first of us. And whUe DouglnB wag plu- 
ming himself, that in his conflict with my humble self, last 
year, he had "squelched out" that fatal heresy, aa he de- 
lighted to call it, and had suggested that if he only had had a 
chance to be in New- York and meet Seward, he would have 
"squelched" it there also, it never occurred to him (o breathe 
a word against Pryor. I don't think that you can discover 
that Douglas ever talked of going to Virginia to "squelch " 
out that idea there. No. More than that, that same 
Boger A, Piyor was brought to WaBhington city and made 
the editor of the par excellence Douglas paper, after making 
use of that expression, which, in us, is so unpatriotic and 
hCTelical. From all this, my Kentucky friends may see that 
this opinion is heretical in his view only when it is expressed 
by men suspected of a desire that the country shall alt become 
free, and not when expressed by those fairly known to enter- 
tain the desire that the whole country shall become slave. 
When expressed by that clas.s of men, it is in nowise otTensive 
to him. In this, again, my friends of Kentucky, you have 
Judge Douglas with you. 

There is another reason why you Southern people ought to 
nominate Douglas at your Convention at Chiirleston. That 
reason is the wonderful capacity of the man; the power he 
has of doing what would seem to be impossible. Let me call 
your attention to one of these apparently impossible things. 

Douglas had three or four very distinguished men of the 
most extreme anti-slavery views of any men in the Republican 
party, expressing their desire for his re-election to the Senate 
last year. That would, of itself, have seemed to be a little 
wonderful ; but that wonder is heightened when we see (hat 
Wise, of Virginia, a man opposed to them, a man who believes 
in the Divine right of slavery, was also expressing his desire 
that Douglas should be re-elected ; that another man that may 
be said to be kindred to Wise, Mr. Breckinridge, the Vice- 
President, and of your own State, wa^ also agreeing with the 
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anti-slavery men in the North, that Douglas ought to be re- 
elected. Still, to heighten the wonder, a Senator from Ken- 
tucky, who I have always loved with an affection as tender 
and endearing as I have ever loved any man ; who was op- 
posed to the anti-slavery men for reaBoiis which seemed sutli- 
cient to him, and equally opposed to "Wise and Breckinridge, 
was writing letters into IllinoM to secure the re-election of 
Douglas. Now that all these conflicting elements should be 
brought, while at daggers' point, with one anoiher, to support 
him, is a feat that is worthy for you to note and consider. It 
is quite probable that each of these classes of men thought, 
by the re-election of Douglas, their peculiar views would giiin 
something; it is probable that the anti-slavery men thou gbt 
their views would gMn something ; that Wise and Breckin- 
ridge thought BO too, as regards their opinions ; tliat Mr. 
Crittenden thought that his views would gain something, al- 
though he was opposed to both these other men. It is proba- 
ble that each and all of them thought that they were using 
Douglas, and it is yet an unsolved problem whether he was not 
using them all. If he was, then it is for you to consider 
whether that power to perform wonders, is one for you lightly 
to throw away. 

There is one othei; thing that I will say to you in this rela- 
tion. It is but my opinion : I give it to you without a fee. It 
is my opinion that it is for you to take liim or be defeated ; and 
that if you do take him you may be beaten. You will surely 
be beaten if you do not take him. We, the .Republicans and 
others forming the opposition of the country, intend to " stand 
by our guns," to be patient and firm, and in the long run to 
beat you whether you take him or not. We know that before 
we fairly beat you, we have to beat you both together. We 
know that you are " alt of a feather," and that we have to 
beat you altogether, and we expect to do it. We don't in- 
tend to be very impatient about it. We moan to be as delib- 
erate and calm about it as it is possible to be, but as firm atid 
resolved as it is possible for men to be. When we do as we 
say, bent you, you perhaps want to know what wo will do 
with you. 

I will tell you, so far as I am authorized to speak for the 
opposition, what we mean to do with you. We mean to treat 
you, as near as we possibly can, as Wsishington, Jefferson, and 
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Madiscii treated you. We mean to leave you siJone, and in 
no way to interfere ■with your jnBtilution ; to abide by all and 
every compromise of the Constitution, and, in a word, coming 
back to the original proposition, to treat you, so far as degen- 
erated men (if we have degenerated) may, according to the 
examples of (hose noble fathers — ^Wa^hington, Jefferson, and 
Madison. We mean to remember that you are as good as 
we ; that there is no difference between us other than the dif- 
ference of cu-cum stances. We mean to recognize and bear in 
mind always that you have aa good hearts in your bosoms aa 
other people, or as we claim to have, and treat you accord- 
ingly. We mean lo marry your girls when we have a chance 
—the white ones I mean, and I have the honor to inform you 
that I once did have a chance in that way. 

I have toid you what we mean to do. I want to know, 
now, when that thing takes place, what do you mean to do. 
I often hear it intimated tiiat you mean fo divide the Union 
whenever a Republican, or anything like it, is elected President 
of the United States. [A voice — "That is so."] "That is 
so," one of them says; I woiSder if he is a Kentuekian? fA 
voice—" He is a Douglas man. "] Well, then, I want to know 
what you are going to do with your half of it ? Are you go- 
ing to split the Ohio down through, and push your half off a 
piece ? Or are you going to keep it right alongside of us 
outrageous fellows ? Or are you going to build up a wall 
some way between your country and ours, by which that mov- 
able property of yours can't uome over here any more, to the 
danger of your losing it ? Do you think you can better your- 
selves on that subject, by leaving us here under no obligation 
whatever to return those specimens of your movable property 
that come hither? You have divided the Union because we 
would not do right with you, as you think, upon that subject ; 
when we cease to be under obligations to do anything for you, 
how much better off do you think you will be? Will you 
make war upon us and kill us ail? Wliy, gentlemen, I think 
you are as gallant and as brave men as live ; that you can 
fight as bravely in a good cause, man for man, as any other 
people living ; that you have shown yourselves capable of this 
upon various occasions ; but man for man, yon are not better 
than we are, and there are not so many of you as there are of 
us. You will never make much oi' a luitid at whipping us. 
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If we were fewer in mimbers than you, I think that you could 
whip us ; if we were equal it would likely be a drawn battle ; 
but being inferior in numbers, you will make nothing by at- 
tempting to master us. 

But perhaps I have addressed myself as long, or longer, to 
the Kentuckiana than I ought to have done. Inasmu^ as I 
have said that whatever course you take we intend in the end 
to beat you. I pi-opose to address a few remarks to our 
friends, by way of discussing with them the best means of 
keeping that promise, that I have in good faith made. 

It may appear a little episodical for me to mention the 
topic of which I shall speak now. It is a favorable proposi- 
tion of Douglas's that the interference of the general govera- 
ment, through the ordinance of '87, or through any other act 
of the general government, never has made or ever can make 
a Free State; that the ordinance of '87 did not make Free 
States of Ohio, Indiana or Illinois. That these States are 
free upon liis "great principle" of popular sovereignty, be- 
cause the people of those aeveral Rfates have chosen to make 
them so. At Columbus, and probably here, he undertook to 
compliment the people, that they themselves have made the 
State of Ohio free, and that the ordmance of '87 was not en- 
titled in any degree to divide the honoi with them. I have 
no doubt that the people of the State of Ohio did make her 
free according to their own will and juJgmmf, but let the 
facts be remembered. 

In 1802, T believe, it was you who made your first Con- 
stitution, with the cause prohibiting slavery, and vou did it I 
suppose very nearly unanimously , but jou should bear in 
mind that you — speaking of you as one people — that you did 
so, unembarraased by the actual presence of the institution 
among you ; that you made it a Free State, not with the em- 
barrassment upon you of already having among you many 
slaves, which if they had been here, and you had sought to 
make a Free State, you would not know what to do with. If 
they had been among you, embarrassing difficulties, most 
probably, would have induced you to tolerate a slave constitu- 
tion instead of a free one, as indeed these very ditlicultiea have 
constrained every people on this continent who have adopted 
slavery. 

Pray what was it that made you free? What kept you 
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free ? Did you not find your country free when you came to 
decide tliat Oliio should be a Free Slate ? It is important, to 
inquire by what reason you found it so? Let us take an 
illustration between the States of Ohio and Kentucky. Ken- 
tucky is separated by this river Ohio, not a mile wide. A 
portion of Kentucky, by reason of the course of the Ohio, is 
further north than this portion of Ohio in which we now 
stand. Kentucky is entirely covered with slavery— Ohio ia 
freefromit. What made that difference « Was it climate? 
No ! A portion of Kentucky was further north than this por- 
tion of Ohio. Was it soil ? No f There is nothing in the 
soil of the one more favorable to slave labor than the other. 
It was not climate or sol! that caused one side of the line to 
be entirely covered with slavery and the other side free of it 
What was it t Study over it. Tell us, if you can, in all the 
range of conjecture, if there be any thing you can conceive of 
that made that difference, other than that there was no law 
of any sort keeping it out of Kentucky, while the ordinance 
of '87 kept it out of Ohio. If there is any other reason than 
this, I confess that it is wholly beyond my power to conceive 
of it. This, then, I offer to combat the idea that that ordin- 
ance has never made any State free. 

I don't stop at this illustration. I come to the Stale of In- 
diana ; and what I have said as between Kentucky and Ohio, 
I repeat as between Indiana and Kentucky; it is equally ap- 
plicable. One additional ai^ument is applicable also to 
Indiana. In her territorial condition she more than once 
petitioned Congress to abrogate the ordinance entirely, or at 
least so far as to suspend its operation for a time, in order 
that they should exercise the "popular sovereignty" of hav- 
ing slaves if they wanted them. The men then controlling 
the general government, imitating the men of the Eevololion, 
refused Indiana that privilege. And so we have the evidence 
that Indiana supposed she could have slaves, if it were not for 
that oi-dinance ; that she besought Congress to put that bar- 
rier out of the way ; that Congress refused to do so, and it all 
ended at last in Indiana being a free State. Tel! me not, 
then, that the ordinance of '87 had nothing to do with 
making Indiana a free State, when we find some men chafing 
against and only restrained by that barrier. 

Come down again to our Slate of Illinois. The great 
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northwMt terrilory, including Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michi- 
gan, and Wisconsin, was acquired first, I helieve, by the Brit- 
ish govcmmeni, in part at least, from the French. Before 
the establishment of our independence it became a part of 
Virginia, enabling Virginia after to transfer it lo the general 
government. There were French settlements in what is now 
Illinois, and at the same time there were French settlements 
in what is now Missouri — in the tract of country that was not 
purchased till about 180S. In these French settlements negro 
slavery had existed for many years — perhaps more than a 
hundred, if not as much as two hundred years — at Kasknskia, 
in Illinois, and at St. Genevieve, or Cape Girardeau, perhaps, 
in Missouri. Tlie number of slaves was not very great, but 
there was about the same number in each place. They were 
there when we acquired the territory. There was no effort 
made to break up the relation of mastei- and slave, and even 
the ordinance of 1787 was not so enforced as to destroy 
slavery in Illinois ; nor did the oi'dinanee apply to Missouri 

What I want to ask your attention to, at this point, is that 
Illinois and Missouri came into the Union about the same 
time, Illinois in the latter part of 1818, and Missouri, after a 
struggle, I helieve sometime in 1820. They had been filling 
up wiih American people about the same period of lime ; 
their progress enabling them to come into the Union about the 
same time. At the end of ten years, in which ihcy had been 
so preparing (for it was about that period of time), the num- 
ber of slaves in Illinois had actually decreased ; while in Mis- 
souri, beginning with very few, at the end of that ten years 
there wei'e about ten thousand. This being so, and it being 
remembered that Missouri and Illinois are, to a certain ex- 
tent, in the same parallel of latitude — that the northern half 
of Missouri and the southern half of Illinois are in the same 
parallel of latitude — so tliat climate would have the same 
effect upon one ss upon the other, and that in the soil there 
is no materia! difference, so far as bears upon the question of 
slavery being settled upon one or the other — there being none 
of those natural causes to produce a difference in filling them, 
and yet there being a broad difference in their filling up, 
we arc led again to inquiro what was the cause of that 
difference ? 
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It is most natural to say that in Missouri tliere was no law 
to keep that country from filling up with slaves, while in Illi- 
nois there was the ordiaance of '87. The ordinance being 
there, slavery deci-eased during that ten years— the ordinanw 
not being m the other, it increased from a few to ten thou- 
sand. Can any body doubt the reason of the difference 1 

I think all these facts most abundanUy prove that my friend 
Judge Douglas's proposition, that the ordinance of '87 or the 
national restriction of slavery, never had a tendency to make 
a free fatate, is a fallacy— a proposition without the shadow or 
substance of truth about it. 

Douglas sometimes says that all the States (and it is part of 
this same proposition I have been discussing) that have be- 
come ree, have become so upon his "great principle ;" that 
the State of Illinois itself came into the Union as a slave 
Slate, and that the people, upon the " great principle " of 
popular sovereignty, have since made it a free State. Allow 
me but a liltle while to state to you what facts there are to 
justify him in saying that Illinois cajne into the Union as a 
slave State, 

I have mentioned to you that there were a few old French 
slaves there. They numbered, I think, one or two hundred. 
Besides that, there had been a territorial law for indenturing 
blank persons. Under that law, in violation of (he ordinance 
ot HI, but without any enforcement of the ordinance to over- 
throw the system, there had been a small number of slaves in- 
troduced as indentured pei'sons. Owing to this the clause for the 
prohibilion of slavery was slightly modified. Instead of run- 
ning like yours, that neither slaveiy nor involuntary servitude 
except for crime, of which the party shall have been duly con- 
victed, should exist in the State, liey said that neither slavery 
nor involuntary servitude should thereafter be introduced, and 
tbat the children of indentured servants should be born fi-ee ■ 
and nothmg was said about the few old French slaves. Out 
of this fact, that the clause for prohibiting slavery was modified 
because of the actual presence of it, Douglas assei'ts again and 
again that Elinois came into the Union as a slave State. How 
tar the facts sustain iLe conclusion that he draws, it is for in- 
tdligent and impartial men to decide. I leave it with you 
with these remarks, worthy of being remembei-ed, that that 
httle thing, those few indentured servants being there, was of 
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itself sufficient to modify a constitution made by a people ar- 
dently desiring to have a free constitution ; showing the power 
of the actual presence of the institution of slavery to prevent 
any people, however anxious to make a free Slate, from 
making it perfectly so. 

I have been detaining you longer perhaps than I ought 
to do. 

I am in some doubt whether to introduce another topic upon 
which 1 could talk awhile. [Cries of" Go on," and " Give 
ns it."] It is this, then : Douglas's popular sovereignty, as a 
principle, is simply this : If one man chooses to make a slave 
of another man, neither that man or anybody else has a 
right to object, Apply it to a government, as he seeks to 
apply it, and it is this r if in a new territory, into which a 
few people are beginning to enter for the purpose of making 
then' homes, they choose to either exclude slavery from their 
limits, or to establish it Ihere, however ojie or the other may 
affect the persons to be enslaved, or the in^nitely greater num- 
ber of persons who are afterward to inhabit that territory, or 
the other members of the family of cocnmunities, of whicli they 
are but an incipient member, or the general head of the family 
of Slates as parent of all — however their action may affect 
one or the other of these, there is no power or right to inter- 
fere. That is Douglas's popular sovereignty applied. Now, 
I think that there is a real popular sovereignty in the world. 
I think a definition of popular sovereignty, in the abstract, 
would be about this — that each man shall do precisely as he 
pleases with himself, and with all those things which exclu- 
sively concern him. Applied in government, this principle 
would be, that a general government sliall do all those Ihinga 
whicli pertain to it, and all the local governments shall do pre- 
cisely as they please in respect lo those matters which exclu- 
sively concern them. 

Douglas looks upon slavery as so insignificant that the 
people must decide that question for themselves, and yet they 
are not fit to decide who shall be Iheir governor, judge or 
secretary, or who shall be any of their officers. These are 
vast national matters, in his estimation, but the little matter 
in his estimation is that of planting slavery there. That is 
purely of local interest, which nobody should be allowed^to 
say a word about. 
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Labor is the great source from which nearly all, if not all, 
human comforts and necessities aredrawn. There is a differ- 
ence of opinion about the elements of labor in society. Some 
men assume that there is a necessary connection between capi- 
tal and labor, and (hat connection draws within it the whole 
of the labor of the community. They assume that nobody 
works unless capital excites them to work. They begin next 
to consider what is the best way. They say there are but 
two ways ; one is to hire men and to allure them to labor by 
their consent ; the other is to buy the men and drive them to 
it, and that is plaveiy. Having assumed that, they proceed 
to discuss the question of whether the laborers themselves are 
better off in the condition of slaves or of hired laboi'er?, and 
they usually decide that they ai-e better oft' in the condition of 
slaves. 

In the first place, I say that the whole thing is a mistake. 
That there isa certain relation between capital and labor, I 
admit. That it does exist, and rightfully exist, I think is 
true. That men who are indusliious, and sober, and honest 
in the pursuit of their own interests, should after a while ac- 
cumulate capital, and after that should be allowed to enjoy it in 
peace, and also, if they should choose, when they have ac- 
cumulated it, to use it to save themselves from actual labor 
and hire other people to labor for them, is right. In doing so 
they do not wrong the n:an they employ, for they find men 
who have not of their own land to work upon, or shops to 
work in, and who are benefited by working for others, hired 
laborers, receiving their capital for it. Thus a few men that 
own capital, hire a few others, and these establish the relation 
of capital and labor rightlully. A relation of which I make 
no complaint. But I insist that that relation after all does 
not embrace more than one-eighth of the labor of the country. 
[The speaker proceeded to argue that the hired laborer, 
with his ability to become an employer, must have every pre- 
cedence over him who labors under the inducement of force. 
He continued :] 

I have taken upon myself in the name of some of you to 
say, that we expect upon tliese principles to ultimately beat 
them. In order to do so, I think we want and must have a 
national policy in regard to the institution of slavery, that ac- 
knowledges and deals with that institution as being wrong. 
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Whoever desires the prevention of the spread of slavery and 
the nationalization of that institution, yields all, when he 
jieMs to any policy that either reeognizes slavery as heino 
right, or as being an indifferent thing. Nothing will make 
you successful but settinji up a policy which sh^l treat tlie 
thing as being wrong. When I say this, I do not mean to 
say that this general government is charged with the duty of 
redressing or preventing ail the wrongs in the world ; but I do 
think that it is charged with preventing and redressing all 
wrongs which are wrongs to itself. This government is ex- 
pressly chained with the duty of providing for the general 
welfare. We believe that the spreading out and perpetuity 
of the institution of slavery impairs the general welfare. We 
believe— nay, we know, that that is the only thing that has 
ever threatened (he perpetuity of the Union itself The 
only thing which has ever menaced the destryction of tJie 
government under which we live, is this very thin<r. To re- 
press this thing, we think, isprovidingfor fhegeneral welfare. 
Our friends in Kentucky differ from us. We need not make 
our argument for them, but we who think it is wrong in all 
its relations, or in some of them at least, must decide aa to our 
own actions, and our own course, upon our own judgment. 

I Bay that we must not interfere with the institution of 
Blaveiy m the States where it exists, because the Constitution 
forbids it, and the general welfare does not require us to do so. 
We must not withhold an efficient fugitive slave law because 
the Constitution requires ua, as I understand it, not to with- 
hold such a law. But we must prevent the out-spreadin" of 
the institution, because neither the Constitution nor general 
welfare requires us to extend it. We must preventthe revival 
of the African slave-trade, and the enacting by Congress of a 
territorial slave code. We must prevent each of these 
things being done by either congresses or courts. The people 
of these United States are the rightful masters of both con- 
gresses and courts, not to overthrow the Constitution, but to 
overthrow the men who pervert the Constitution. 

To do these things we must employ instrumentalities. Wc 
must hold conventions ; we must adopt platforms, if we con- 
form to ordinary custom ; we must nominate candidates, and 
we must carry elections. In all these things, I think that we 
ought to keep in view our real purpose, and in none do any- 
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thing that stands adverse to our purpose. If we shall adopt a 
platform that faib to recognize or express our purpose, or elect 
a man that declares himself inimical (o our purpose, we not 
only take nothing by our success, but we tacitly admit that we 
act upon no other principle than a desire to have " tbe loaves 
and fishes," by which, in the end, our apparent success is 
really an injury to us. 

I know that this is very desirable with me, as with every- 
body else, that all the elements of the Opposition shall unite 
in the next Presidential election, and in all future time. Iain 
anxious that that should be, but there are things .seriously to 
be considered in lelation to that matter. If tbe terms can he 
arranged, I am in favor of the Union. But suppose we shall 
take up some man and put him upon one end or the other of 
the ticket, who declares himself against us in regard to the 
prevention cf the spread of slaverj- — who turns up his nose and 
says he is tired of hearing anything more about it, who is more 
against us than against the enemy, what will be the issue t 
Why, he will get no slave States after ali— he has tried that 
already until being beat is tlie rule for him. If we nominate 
him upon that ground, he will not carry a slave State, and not 
only so, but that portion of our men wbo are highatrung upon 
the principle we really fight for, will not go for him, and he 
won't get a single electoral voto anywhere, except, perbafs, 
in tbe Stale of Maryland. There is no use in saying to us that 
we are stubborn and obstinate, because we won't do some such 
thing as this. We cannot do it. We cannot get our men to 
vote it. I speak by tbe card, that we cannot give the State 
of Illinois in such case by fifty thousand. We would be flatter 
down than the •' Negro Democracy" themselves have tbe heart 
to wish to see us. 

After saying this much, let me say a little on the other side. 
There are plenty of men in the slave Slates that are altogether 
good enough for me to be either President or Vice-Prejident, 
provided they will profess their sympathy with our purpose, 
and wiU place themselves on the ground that our men, upon 
principle, can vote for them, 'ITiere are scores of them, good 
men in their character for intelligence and talent and integrity. 
If such a one will pla«e himself upon the right ground, I am 
for his occupying one place upon the next Republican or Op- 
position ticket. I will licartily go for him. But, unless he 
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does so place himself, I think it a matter of perfect nonsense to 
attempt to bring about a union upon any other basis ; that if 
a union be made, the elements will scatter so that there can be 
no aucccps for such a ticket, nor anything like success. The 
good old maxims of the Bible are applicable, and truly appli- 
cable, to human ailaii's; and in this, as in other things, we 
may say liere, that he who is not for us is against us ; he who 
gathereth not with us scattereth. I should be glad to have 
some of the many good, and able, and noble men of the South 
to place themselves where we can confer upon them the high 
honor of an election upon one or the other end of our ticket. 
It would do my soul good to do tliat thing. It would enable 
U.I to teach them that, inasmuch as we select one of their own 
number to cairy out our principles, we are free from the chai'ge 
that we mean more than we I'ay. 

But, my friends, I have detained you much longer than I 
expected to do. I believe I may do myself the compliment to 
say tJiat you have stayed and heard mo with great patience, 
ibr which I return you my most sincere Ihanks. 



SPEECH OF MR. LINCOLN, 
At the Coopek Institute, New-York, February 27, 1860. 

We. Peesident and Fbi.i,ow-Citizess op New-Yohk : 
The facts with which I shall deal this evening are mainly old 
and familiar ; nor is there anything new in the general use I 
shall make of them. If there shall be any novelty, it will be 
in the mode of presenting the facts, and the inferences and 
observations following that presentation. 

In his speech, last autumn, at Uolumbus, Ohio, as reported 
in The New-York Times, Senator Douglas said ; 

"Our fathers, when they framed the government under 
which we live, understood this question just as well as, and even 
better than, we do now." 

I fully endorse this, and I adopt it as a test for this dis- 
conrse. I so adopt it because it furnishes a precise and aa 
agreed starting point for a discussion between Republicans -and 
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ttat wing of the Democracy headed by Senator Douglas. It 
simply leaves the inquiry: "What was Ihe understanding 
those fathers haH of the question mentioned?" 

What is the frame of government under which wo live ? 

The answer musit be: "The Constitution of the United 
States." That Constitution consists of the original, framed in 
1787 (and under which the present government iirst went into 
operation), and twelve subsequently framed amendments, the 
first ten of which were framed in 1789. 

Who were cur fathers that framed the Constitution ? I 
suppose the " thirty-nine" who signed the original instrument 
may be fairly called our fathers who framed that part of the 
present government. It is almost exactly true to say they 
framed it, and it is altogether true to say they fairly repre- 
sented the opinion and sentiment of the whole nation at that 
time. Their names, being familiar to nearly all, and accessi- 
ble to quite all, need not now be repeated. 

I take these " thirty-nine," for the present, as being 
" our fathPTS who framed the government under which we 

What is the question which, according to the text, those 
fathers understood just as well, and even bet.er than we do 
now? 

It is this ; Does the proper division of local from federal 
authority, or anything in the Constitution, forbid our federal 
government to control as to slavery in our federal terri- 

Upon this, Douglas holds the affirmative, and Republicans 
the negative. This affirmative and denial form an issue j and 
this issue — thb question — b precisely what the test declares 
our fathers understood better than we. 

Let us now inquire whether the " thirty-nine," or any of 
them, ever acted upon this question ; and if they did, how 
they acted upon it — how they expressed that better under- 
standing. 

In 1784 — three years before the Constitution —the United 
Stales then owning the Northwestern Territory, and no other — 
the Congress of the Confederation had before them the ques- 
tion of prohibiting slavery in that territory ; and four of the 
"thirty-nine" who afterward framed the Constitution were in 
that Congress, and voted on thiit question. Of these, Koger 
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Sherman, Thomas MLffliu, and Hugh WiUiamson, voted for 
the prohibition — thus showing that, in their understanding, no 
line dividing local from federal authority, nor anything else, 
properly forbade the federal government to control as to 
slavery in federal teiTitory. The other of the four — James 
McHenry — voted against the prohibition, showing that, for 
some cause, he thought it improper to vote for it. 

In 1787, still before the Constitution, but while the Con- 
vention was in session, framing it, and while the northwestern 
territory still was the only territory owned by the United 
States — the same question of prohibiting slavery in the terri- 
tory again came before the Congress of the Confsderaiion ; 
and three more of the " thirty-nioe" who afterward signed the 
Consiitulion, were in that Congress, and voted on the ques- 
tion. They were William Blount, William Few, and Abra- 
ham Baldwin ; and they all voted for the prohibition — thus 
showing that, in tlieir understanding, no line dividing local 
fi'Om federal authority, nor anything else, properly forbids the 
federal government to control as to slavery in federal terri- 
tory. This time the prohibition became a law, being part of 
what is now well known as the Ordinance of '87. 

The question of federal control of slavery in the territories, 
seems not to have beon directly before the Convention which 
framed the ori^nal Constitution ; and hence it is not recorded 
that the " tbirty-nine" or any of them, while engaged on that 
instrument, expressed any opinion on that precise question. 

In 1799, by the first Congress which sat under the Consti- 
tution, an act was passed to enforce the Ordinance of '87, 
including the prohibition of slavery in the northwestern ter- 
ritory. The bill for tliis act was reported by one of the 
'' thirty-nine," Thomas Fitzsimmons, then a member of the 
House of Representatives from Pennsylvania. It went through 
all its stages without a word of opposition, and finally passed 
both branches without yeas and nays, which b equivalent to 
a unanimous passage. In this Congress there were sixteen of 
the " thirty-nine" fathers who framed the original Constitu- 
tion. They were John Langdon, Hicholas Gilman, Wm. S. 
Johnson, Eoger Sherman, Robert Morris, Thos, Fitzsimmons, 
William Few, Abraham Baldwin, Eufus King, WiUiam Fat^ 
terson, George Olymer, Richard Bassett, George Reed, Pierco 
Butler, Daniel CaiToll, James Madi.'^on. 
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This shows that, in their underatanding, no line dividing lo- 
cal from federal authority, nor anything in the ConBlitution, 
properly forbade Congress to prohibit slavery in the federal 
territory ; else both their fidelity to correct principle, and tlieir 
oath to support the Constitution, would have constrained tliem 
to oppose the prohibition. 

igain, George Washington, another of the " thirty-nine," 
was then President of the United States, and, as such, ap- 
proved aud signed the bill, thus completing its validity as a 
law, and thus eho-ving that, tn his understanding, no line divi- 
ding local from federal authority, nor anything in tlie Consti- 
tution, forbade the federal government to control as to 
slavery in federal territory. 

No great while after the adoption of the original Constitu- 
tion, North Carolina c^ded to the federal government tlie 
country now constituting the State of Tennessee ; and a few 
years later Georgia ceded that which now constitutes the 
States of Mississippi and Alabama. In both deeds of cession 
it was made a condition by the ceding StatM that the feder- 
al government should not prohibit slavery in the ceded coun- 
try. Besides this, slavery was then actually in the ceded 
country. Under these circumstances, Congress, on taking 
charge of theiie countries, did not absolutely prohibit slavery 
within them. But they did not interfere with it— take con- 
trol of it — even there, to a certain extent. In 1798, Con- 
gress organized the territory of Mississippi. In the act of or- 
ganization they prohibited the bringing of slaves into the ter- 
ritory, from any place without the United States, by fine, and 
giving freedom to slaves so brought. This act passed both 
branches of Congress without yeas and nays. In that Con- 
gress were three of the " thirty-nine" who framed the original 
Constitution, They were John Langdon, Geoi^e Bead, and 
Abraham Baldwin. They all, probably, voted for it. Cer- 
tainly they would have placed their opposition to it upon rec- 
ord, if, in their understanding, any line dividing local from 
federal authority, or anything in the Constitution, properly 
forbade the federal government to control as to slavery in fed- 
eral territory, 

In 1803, the federal government purchased the Louisiana 
country. Our former territorial acquisitions eame from cer- 
tain of our own States ; bnt this T^uisiatia oountry was ac- 
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First. That no slaves should be imported into the territory 
from foreign parts. 

Second. That no slave should bo carried into it who had 
been imported into the United States since the first day of May, 
1798. 

Third. That no slave should he carried into it, except by 
the owner, and for his own use as a settler ; the penalty in all 
the cases being a fine upon the violator of the law, and free- 
dom to the slave. 

This act also waa passed without yeas and nays. In the 
Congress which passed it, there were two of the " thirty- 
nine." They were Abraham Baldwin and Jonathan Dayton. 
As stated in the case of Mississippi, it is probable they both 
voted for it. They would not have allowed it to pass wilhotit 
recording their opposition to it, if, in their understanding, it 
violated either the line proper dividing local from federal au- 
thority or any provision of the Constitution. 

In 18I9-'20,cameandpaaaedtlie Missouri question. Many 
votes were taken, by yeas and nays, in botli branches of Con- 
gress, upon the various phaaes of the general question. Two 
of the " thirty-nine" — Kufus King and Charles Pinckney — 
were members of that Congress. Mr. King ateadily voted for 
slavery prohibition and against all compromises, while Mr. 
Pinckney as steadily voted against slavery prohibition and 
agMnst all compromises. By this Mr, King showed that, in 
his understanding, no line dividing local from federal author- 
ity, nor anything in the Constitution, was violated by Congress 
prohibiting slavery in federal territory j while Mr. Pinckney, 
by his votes, showed that in hia understanding there was some 
sufficient reason for opposing such prohibition in that casa. 
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_ The cases I have mentioned are the only acts of Ihe " thii-ty- 
nine," or of any of tliem, upon the direct issue, which I have 
l)een ;ible to discover. 

To enumerate the persons who thus acted as being four in 
17S4, three in 1787, seventeen in 1789, three in 1798, Ho 
in 1804, and twain 1819-'20— there would be thirty-one of 
thorn. But this would be counting John Langdon, Eor^r 
Sherman, William Few, Kufus King, and George Read, each 
twice, and Abraham Baldwin four times, Tlie true nuiabei- 
of those of the "thirty-nine" whom I have shown to liave 
acted upon the question, which, by the text they understood 
better than we, is twenty-three, leaving sixteen not shown to 
iiave acted npon it in smy way. 

Here, then, we have twenty-thvee out of our " tliirty-nine" 
fathers who framed the government under which we live, who 
have, upon their official i-esponsibility and their corporal oaths, 
acted upon the very question which the text affirms they 
" understood just as well, and even better than we do now ;" 
and twenty-one of them — a clear majority of the whole 
"thirty-nine" — so acting upon it as to make them guilty of 
gross political impropriety, and wilful perjury, if, in their 
understanding, any proper division between local and federal 
authority, or anything in the Constitution they had made 
tliemselves and sworn to support, forbade the federal govern- 
ment to control as to slavery in the federal territories. Thus 
the twenty one acted ; and as actions speak louder than words, 
so actions under such responsibility speak still louder. 

Two of the twenty-three voted against Congressional pro- 
hibition of slavery in the federal t«iTilories, in the instances in 
which they acted upon the question. But for what reasons 
they BO voted is not known. They may have done so be- 
cause they thought a proper division of local from federal 
authority, or some provision or principle of the Constitution, 
stood in the way ; or they may, without any such question, 
have voted against the prohibition on what appeared to them 
to be sufficient grounds of expediency. No one who has 
sworn to support the Constitution can conscientiously vote 
for what he understands to be an constitutional measure, 
however expedient ho may think it ; but one may and ought 
TO vote against a measure which he deems unconstitutional, if, 
at the same time, he deems it inexpedient. It, thcre- 
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fore, would be unsafe to set down even the two who voted 
against the prohibition, as having done so because, in their 
understanding, any proper division of local from federal au- 
thority, or anything in the Constitution, forbade the federal 
government to control aa to slavery in federal territory. 

Tlie remaining sixteen of the " thirty-nine," so far as I have 
discovered, have left no record of*their understanding upon the 
direct question of federal control of slavery in the federal ter- 
ritories. But there is much reason to believe that their 
understanding upon that question would not have appeared 
diffei*ent from that of their twenty-three compeers, had it been 
manifested at all. 

For the purpose of adhering rigidly to tlje text, I have pur- 
posely omitted whatever understanding may have been mani- 
fested, by any person, however distinguished, other than the 
thirty-nine fathers who framed the originsd Conslilulion ; and, 
for the same reason, I have also omitted whatever under- 
standing may have been manifested by any of the '■ thirty- 
nine" even, on any other phase of the general question of 
slaveiy. If we should look into their acts and declarations 
on those other phases, as the foreign slave-trade, and the 
morality and policy of ^avery generally, it would appear to us 
tiiat on the direct question of federal control of slavery in fed- 
eral territories, the sixteen, if they had acted at all, would 
probably have acted just as the twenty-three did. Among that 
sixteen were several of the most noted anti-slavery men of 
those times — as Dr. Franklin, Alexander Hamilton, and 
Gouverneur Morris — while there was not one row known to 
hiive been otherwise, unless it may be John Kutledge, of 
South Carolina. 

The sum of the whole is, that of our " thirty-nine" fatiiers 
who framed the original Constitution, twenty-one~a clear 
mjgority of the whole — certainly understood that no proper 
divirfon of local from federal authority, nor any part of Ihe 
Constitution, forbade the federal government to control siaveiy 
in the iederal territories, while all the rest probably had the 
same understanding. Such, unquestionably, was the under- 
standing of oiir fathers who fi'auied the original Constiiuiion ; 
and the text affirms that they understood the question better 

considering the understanding of 
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the queslion manifested by ihe framers of tlie originai Consti- 
tution. In and by the original instrument, a mode wiis pro- 
vided for amending it ; and, as I have already stated, the 
present frame of government under which we live consists of 
that original, and twelve amendatory articles framed and 
adopted since. Those who now intiist that federal conli'ol of 
s-lavery in federal territories violates Ihe Constitution, point ua 
to the provisions which they suppose it thus violates ; and, as 
I understand, they all fix upon provisions in these amendatory 
articles, and not in the original inslrumenf. The Supreme 
Court, in the Dred Scolt case, plant themselves upon the fifth 
amendment, which provides that " no person shall be deprived 
of property without due process of law ;" while yenator 
Douglas and his peculiar adherents plant themselves upon tlic 
tenth amendment, providing that " the powers not granted by 
the Constitution are reserved to the States reppecfively, and to 
Ihe people." 

Now, it so happens that these amendments were framed by 
the first Congress which sat under the Constitution — the iden- 
tical Congress whicli passed the act already mentioned, 
enforcing the prohibition of slavery in the northwestern terri- 
tory. Not only was it the same Congress, but (hey were the 
identical, same individual men who, at the same session, and 
at the same time within the session, had under consideration, 
and in progress toward maturity, these constitutional amend- 
ments, and this act prohibiting slavery in all the teri'itory the 
nation then owned. The constitutional amendments were 
introduced before, and passed after the act enforcing the 
Ordinance of '87 i so that during the whole pendency of the 
act to enforce the Ordinance, the constitutional amendments 
were also pending. 

That Congress, consisting in all of seventy- six members, in- 
cluding sixteen of the framers of the original Constitution, as 
belbre stated, were pre-eminently our fathers who framed that 
part of the government under which we live, which is now 
claimed as forbidding the federal government to control slavery 
in the federal territories. 

It is not a little presumptuous in any one at this day to 
affirm that Ihe two things which that Congress deliberately 
iiamed and carried lo maturity at the same time, are abso- 
lutely inconsistent with each other? And does not such affir- 
14 
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riialion become impudenlly absurd when coupled with the 
oiher affirraiilion, from the same month, that those who did 
the two things alleged to be inconsistent understood whether 
tiiey really were inconsistent better than we — better than he 
wlio affirms that thoy are inconsistent? 

It is surely safe to assume that the " tliiity-nine" framers of 
ihe original Constitution, and the seventy-six members of the 
Congress, which framed the jimendmenta thereto, taken to- 
gether, do certainly include ihose who may be fairly called 
" o\ir fathers who framed the governments under which we 
live." And so assuming, 1 defy nny man to show that any 
one of lliem ever, in his whole life, declared that, in his un- 
derslanding, any proper division of lociil from federal author- 
ity, or any part of the Constitution, forbade the federwl gov- 
ernment to control as to slai'eiy in the federal tenitories. 
I go a. step further. 1 defy any one to show that any living 
man in the whole world ever did, prior to the beginning of the 
prepcnt century (and I might almost soy prior to the beginning 
of the last half of the present century), declare th^l, in his 
understanding, any proper division of local from federal author- 
ity, or any part of the Constitution, forbade the federal gov- 
ernment to control as to slavery in the federal territories. To 
those who now so declare, I give, not only " our fathers who 
framed the government under which we live," but with them 
all other living men within the century in which it was framed, 
among whom to search, and they shall not be able to find the 
evidence of a single man agreeing with tliem. 

Now, and here, let me guard a little against being misun- 
derstood. I do not mean to say we are bound to follow im- 
jilicitly in whatever our fathers did. To do so, would be to 
discard ail Ihe lights of current experience — to reject all prog- 
j-ejg — all improvement. What I do say is, that if we would 
supplant the opinions and policy of our fathers in any case, we 
should do so upon evidence so conclusive, and argument so 
clear, that even their great authority, fairly considered and 
weighed, cannot stand ; and most surely not in a case whereof 
we ourselves declare they understood the question better than 

If any man, at this liay, sincerely believes that a proper 
division of local from federal authority, or any part of the 
Constitution, forbids the federal government to control as to 
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ulavery in Ihe federal tenitories, )ie is right to say ao, mid to 
enforce liis position by all truthful evidence and fair iirgucnent 
which he can. But he has no right lo mislead oiliers, who 
have less access to history and less leisure to study it, into 
tlie fnlse belief that " ourtathera who framed the goveniment 
under w'hicli we live," were of tiie sume opinion — ihus substi- 
luiing falaehocd and deception for truthful evidence and (air 
argument. If any man at this day sincerely believes " our 
liithers, who framed Ihe government under whicli we live,'" 
used and wpplied principles, in oilier cases, which ought lo 
have led them to understand that a proper division of local 
from federal authority or some part of the Constitution, forhids 
the federal government lo control as to slavery in the federal 
territories, he is right to say so. But he should, at ihe same 
time, brave the responsibilily of declaring that, in his opinion, 
he understands their principles better than ihey did them- 
selves ; and especially should he not shirk that responsibility 
by asserting that they " undei-stood the question just as well, 
and even better, than we do now." 

But enough. Let idl who believe that " our fathers, who 
framed the government under which we live, understood thia 
question just as well, and even bettei- than we do now," speak 
as they spoke, and art as Ihey acted upon it. Thia is all lie- 
publicans ask — all Uepubiicans desii-e — in relation lo slavery. 
Aa those fathers marked it, so let it be again marked, as an 
evil not to be extended, but to be tolerated and protected only 
because of, and so far as its actual presence among u^ makes 
that toleration and protection a necessity. Let all the guaran- 
tees those fathers gave i(, be, not grudgingly, but luUy and 
fairly maintained, i'ot this Hepublicans contend, and with 
this, so for as I know or believe, they will be content. 

And now, if they would listen — as 1 suppose ihey will not 
— I would address a few words to the Southern people. 

I would say to them : Ton consider yourselves a reasonable 
and a just people ; and I consider that in the general qualities 
of reason and justice you are not infei-ior to any other people. 
Still, when you speak of us Kepublicans, you do so only to de- 
nounce us as reptiles, or, at the best, as no belter than out- 
laws. You will gi-aut a hearing to pirates or mui-derei-s, but 
nothing like it to " Black Hepublicans." In all your conten- 
tions with onft another, each of you deems an unconditional 
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condemnation of " Black EepublJcani^m" as the first tiling to 
be attended to. Indeed, such condemnation of us seema to be 
an indispensable pre-requisite — license, so to speak — among 
you to be admitted or permitted to speak at all. 

Now, can you, or not, be prevailed upon to pause and to 
consider whether this is quite just to us, or even to your- 
selves ? 

Bring forward your charges and specifications, and then be 
patient long enough to hear us deny or justify. 

You say we are sectional. We deny it. That makes an 
issue ; and the burden of proof ia upon you. You produce 
your proof; and what ia it? Why, that our party has no 
existence in your section— gets no -sotes in your section. The 
fact is substantially true : but does it prove the issue T If it 
docs, then in case we should, without change of principle, be- 
gin to get votes in your Eection, we should thereby cease to be 
sectional. You cannot escape this conclusion j and yet, are 
you willing to abide by it t If you are, you will probably 
soon find (hat we have ceased to be sectional, for we shall get 
votes in your section this very year. You will then begin to 
discover, as the truth plainly i?, that your proof docs not touch 
the issue. The fact that we get no votes in your section is a 
fact of your making, and not of ours. And if there be fault 
in that fact, that fault is primarily 3'ours, and remains so until 
you show that we repel you by some wrong principle or prac- 
tice. If we do repel you by any wrong principle or practice, 
the fault is ours ; but this brings you to where you ought to 
have started — to the discussion of the right or wrong of our 
principle. ]f our principle, put. in praciice, would wrong 
your seclion for the benefit of ours, or for any other object, 
then our principle, and we with it, are sectional, and are justly 
opposed and denounced as such. Meet us, then, on the ques- 
tion of whether our principle, put in practice, would wrong 
your section ; and so meet it as if it were possible that some- 
thing may be said on our side. Do you accept the challenge t 
No? Then you really beliere that the principle which our 
fatliers who framed the government under which we live 
thought so clearly right as to adopt it, and endorse it again and 
again, upon their official oaths, is, in fact so dearly wrong aa 
to demand your condemnation without : 
sid era lion. 
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Some of you <Ielight to flaunt in our faces the warning 
against sectional parties given by Washington in his Farewell 
Address. Less than eight years before Washington gave tiiat 
warning, he had, ai I'resident of the United Slat'es, approved 
and Bigned an act of Congress enforcing the prohibition of 
shtvery in the northwestern territory, which act embodied tlie 
policy of the government upon that subject, tip to and at the 
very moment he penned that warning ; and about one year 
afterhe penned it he wrote Lafayette thaf. he considered that 
ppoliibilion a wife measure, expressing in the same conneclion 
ills hope tliat we should some time have a confederacy of free 
States. -' 

Bearing this in mind, and seeing that sectionalism has since 
arisen upon this same subject, is that warning a weapon in 
your bands against us, or in our hands against" you ? Could 
Washington himself speak, would he cast the blame of that 
sectionalism upon us, who sustain his policy, or upon you who 
repudiate it ? We respect that warning of Washington, and 
we commend it to you. together with bis example poiniinir to 
the right application of it. 

But you say you are conservative — eminently conservative 
—while we are rcvolutionaiy, destructive, or something of the 
sort. What is conservatism * Is it not adherence to Die old 
and tried, against the new and untried? We stick to, con- 
tend for, tiie identical old policy on the point in controversy 
which was adopted by our fathers who framed the govern- 
ment under which we live ; while you with one accord reject, 
and scout, and spit upon that old policy, and insist upon sub- 
stituting something new. True, you disagree among your- 
selves as to what that substitute shall be. You have con- 
siderable variety of new propositions and plans, but you are 
unanimous in rejecting and denouncing the old policy of the 
fathers. Some of you are for reviving the foreign slave-trade j 
some for a Congressional slave-code for the territories ; some 
for Congress forbidding the territories to prohibit slavery 
within their limits ; some for maintaining slavery in the terri- 
tories thrftugh the judiciary ; some for the " gurreat pur- 
rinciple" that _" if one man would enslave another, no third 
man should object," fantastically called " popular sovereignty ;" 
but never a man among you in favor of federal prohibition of 
slavery in federal territories, according to the praciice of our 
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fathers who framed the government under which we live. Not 
one of your various plans can show a precedent or an advocate 
in tlie century within which our government originated. Con- 
sider, then, wheiher your claim of conaervalbm for your- 
selves, and your charge of deslruttiveness against us, are 
based on the most clear and stable foundations. 

Again, you say we have made the slavery question more 
prominent than it formerly was. We deny it. We admit 
that it ia more prominent, but we deny that we made it so. 
It was not we, but you, who discarded the old policy of the 
fathers. We resisted, and still resist, your innovation ; and 
thence comes tlie greater prominence of the question. Would 
ydu have that question reduced to its former proportions ? 
Go back to that old policy. What has been will be again, 
under the same conditions. If you would have the peace of 
the old times, re-adopt the precepts and policy of the old 

You chaise that we stir up insurrections among your slaves. 
We deny it; and wliat is your proof? Harper's Ferry! 
John Brown ! 1 John Brown was no Eepublican ; and you 
have failed to implicate a single Republican in his Harper's 
Ferry enterprise. If any member of our party is guilty in 
that matter, you know it or you do not know it. If you do 
know it, you ore inexcusable to not designate the man, and 
prove the fact. If you do not know it, you are inexcusable 
to assert it, and especially to pei-sist in the assertion after you 
have tried and failed to make the proof. You need not be 
told that persisting in a charge which one does not know to 
be true, is simply malicious slander. 

Some of you admit that no Republican designedly aided or 
encouraged the Harper's Ferry affitirj but still insist that our 
doctrines and declarations necessarily lead to such results. 
We do not believe it. We know we hold to no doctrine, and 
make no declarations, which were not held to and made by 
our fathers who framed the government under which we live. 
You never dealt fairly by us in this affair. When it oc- 
curred, some important Slate elections were near af hand, and 
you were in evident glee with the belief that, by charging the 
blame upon us, you could get an advantage of us in those 
eleciions. The elections came, and your expectations were 
not quite fullilled. Every Republican man knew that, as to 
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himself at !e«st, your charge wa» a slander, and he wa^ noi 
much inclined by it to cast his vote in your favor. Eepubli- 
can iloctiines and declarations are accompanied with a con- 
tinual protest against any interference whatever with your 
slaves, or with you about your slaves. Surely, this does not 
encourage tbem to revolt. True, we do, in eoinmon with our 
fathers, who framed the government under which we live, de- 
clare our belief that slaveiy is wrong but the "Hves do not 
hear us declare even this. Tor inyihing we siy oi do, the 
slaves wonid scarcely know there is a liepublican party I 
believe they would not, in fact, genuallj 1 now it but for 
your misrepresentalions of us, in their heiiing In jour 
political contests among yourselves, each faction ^.hwges the 
other with sympathy with black republicanism in I llun to 
give point to the cliai^e, defines black republicanism to simply 
be insurrection, blood and thunder among the slaves. 

Slave insurrections are no mcffe common now than they 
were before the Republican party was organized. What in- 
duced the Southampton insurrection, twenty-eight years ago, 
in which, at least, three times as many lives were lost as at 
Harper's Feriy 1 You can scarcely stretch your very elastic 
fancy to the conclusion that Southampton was got up- by black 
republicanism. In the present slate of things in the United 
States, I do net think a general, ar even a very extensive 
slave insurrection, is possible. The indispensable conceit of 
action cannot be attained. The slaves bave no means of 
rapid communication ; nor can incendiary free men, bUck or 
white, supply it. The explosive materials are everywhere in 
parcels; but there neither are, nor can be supplied, the indis- 
pensable connecting trains. 

Much is said by Southern people about the affection of 
slaves for their masters and mistresses ; and a part of it, at 
least, is true. A plot for an uprising could scarcely be de- 
vised and communicaJod to twenty individuals before some 
one of them, to save the life of a favorite master or mistress, 
would divulge it. This is the rule ; and the slave revolution 
in Hayti was not an exception lo it, but a case occurring 
under peculiar circumstances. The gunpowder- plot of British 
history, though not twnnected with slaves, was more in point. 
In that case, only about twenty were admitted to the secrei ; 
and yet one of them, in his anxiety to save a fiieiid, betrayed 
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the plot to that friend, and, hy consequence, averted the 
CHhimity. Oecasional poisoninga from the kitchen, and open 
or stealthy aasassiriatlona in the field, and local revoUa ex- 
tending to a score or so^ will continue to occur as the natural 
reeulta of tlavery ; but no general insurrection of slaves as I 
think, can happen in this country for a long time. Wh'oever 
mucii fears, or much hopes, for such an event, will be alike 
difiSjipointed. 

., I". tlie_ language of Mr. Jefterson, uttered many years ago, 
*; IL IS still in our power io direet tlie proces.^ of emancipa- 
tion and deportation, peaceably, and in such slow d^ees, aa 
that the evil will wear off insens-ibly ; and their placea'be pan 
jxMsu, filled up by free white laborer?. It; on the contrary, 
It is left to force itself on, human nature must shudder at the 
prospect held up." 

Mr. Jeflersondid not mean to say, nor do I, that the power 
of emancipation is in the federal government. He spoke of 
Vit^inia ; and, as to the power of emancipation, I speak of 
the slaveholding States only. 

The federal government, however, as we insist, has the 
power of restraining Ihe extension of the institution— the 
power to insure that a slave insurrection shall never occur on 
any American soil which is now fi-ee from slavery. 

John Brown's effort wad peculiar. It was not a slave in- 
Buireetion. It was an attempt by white men to get up a 
revolt among slaves, in which the slaves refused to participate. 
In fact, it was so absurd that the slaves, with all their ig- 
norance, saw plainly enough it could not succeed. That 
affair, m iia philosophy, corresponds with the many attempts, 
related in history, at the assassination of kings and emperors. 
An enthusiast broods over the oppression of a people till he 
fancies himself commissioned by Heaven to liberate them. 
He ventures the attempt, which ends in little else than in his 
own execution. Orsini'a attempt on Louis Napoleon, and 
John Brown's attempt at Harper's Ferry, were, in their phi- 
losophy, precisely the same. The eageiness to cast blame on 
old England in the one case, and on New England in tlie 
other, does not disprove the sameness of the two things. 

And liow much would it avail you, if you could, by 
the use of John Brown, Helper's book, and the like, break up 
the Kepublican organization 7 Human action can be jiiodilied 
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to some extent, but human nature cannot be changed. There 
is a judgment and a fetling against slavery in this nation, 
which cast at least a million and a half" of. votes. You cannot 
destroy tiiat judgment and feeling — that sentiment — by breal;- 
ing up the political organization which rallies around il. You 
can scarcely scatter and di&perse an army which has been 
formed into order in the face of your heaviest Are, but if you 
could, how much would you gain by forcing the seiitinient 
which created it out of the peaceful channel of the ballot- 
box, into some other channel ! What would that other chan- 
nel probably he? Would the number of John Browns be 
lessened or enlarged by the operation ? 

But you will break up the Union rather than submit to a 
denial of your constitutional rights. 

That has a somewhat reckless sound ; but it would be pal- 
liated, if not fully justified, were we proposing, by the mere 
force of numbers, to deprive you of some right, plainly written 
down in ihe Constitution. Uut we are proposing no such 
thing. 

When you make these declarations, you have a specific and 
well -understood allusion to an as.sumed constitutional right 
of yours to take slaves into ihe federal territories, and to hold 
them there as property. liut no such right is specifically 
written in the Constitution. That instrument is literally 
silent about any such right. We, on the contrary, deny that 
such a right has any existence in the Constitution, even by 
implication. 

Your purpose, then, plainly stated, is, that you will destroy 
the government, unless you be allowed to construe and en- 
force the Constitution as you please, on all points in dispute 
between you and us. You will rule or ruin in all events. 

This, plainly stated, is your language to us. Perhaps you 
will say the Supreme Court has decided the disputed constitu- 
tional question in your favor. Not quite so. But waiving 
the lawyer's distinction between dictum and decision, the 
courts have decided the question for you in a sort of way. 
The courts have substantially said, it is your constitutional 
right to take slaves into the federal territories, and to hold 
them there as property. 

When I say the decision was made in a sort of vfsy, I mean 
it was made in a divided court by a bare majority of the 
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Judges, and fliey not quite agreeing with one another in the 
reasons for maJting it ; that it is so made as tliat its avowed 
supporters disagree with one another about its meaning, and 
that it was mainly based upon a mistaken statement of fact — 
the statement in the opinion that " the right of propeity in a 
slave is distinctly and expressly aflirmed in the Constitution." 

An inspection of the Constitution will show that the light 
of property in a slave is not distinctly and expressly affirmed 
in it. Bear in mind the Judges do not pledge their judiriul 
opinion that such right is impliedly affirmed in the Constitu- 
tion i but they pledge their yeracity that it is disiinctly and 
espre^y affirmed there — d ly h t t m 1 d 

with anything else — " e p s^ly Ih t d g 

just that, without the aid f y f d cept bl f 

no other meaning. 

If they had only pledg d th j d 1 i It h 

right is affirmed in the in ni t by mpl Id be 

open 10 otliers to show h h th w d 1 

'■slavery" is ,to be fouiil th C 1 1 t 1 w d 

" property" even, in any I w tl 1 g II d 

to the things slave, or sla y d th t wh m tl t 

Btrument the slave is allud d t h 11 1 p ai d 

wherever hk master's leg 1 gl t I t 1 

to, it is spoken of as " ser lb I as 

able in service or labor, AI t Id b p 
conlemponneous histoij, th t th m d t II d 
and slavery, instead of sp kg f 1 m 
purpose to exclude from h Co 1 1 t th d 
could be property in man 

To show ail this IS easy and cei tarn 

When this obiious mistake of the Judges shall be brought 
to their notice, IS it not leasonable to expect that they will 
withdraw the miatakeii sLalemenI, and reconsider the conclu- 
sion based upon it ^ 

And then it is to bo lemembeied thit " our fathers, who 
framed the government under which we live" — the men who 
made the Con'-titution — deiided this same constituiional ques- 
tion in our fat or, long ago— deaded it without a dividon 
among themselves, when making the decision ; without divis- 
ion among themselves about the mpining of it after it was 
made, and so fir as any evidence la left, without basing it 
upon anj' miif^ken stJitcmenf of facts 
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Under all these ei re trni stances, ilo you really feel youriielvos 
justified to break up this governinenl, unless such a court de- 
cision as yours is shall be at once submitted to as a conclusive 
and final rule of political action t 

But jou will not abide the election of a Republican Presi- 
dent. In that supposed event, you 5ay, you will destroy the 
Union ; and then, you say, the great crime of having de- 
stroyed it will be upon us ! 

That is cool. A highwayman holds a pistol to my ear, and 
mutters through liis teeth, "Stand and deliver, or I shall kill 
you, and then you will be a murderer !" 

To be sure, what the robber demanded of me — my money 
— was my own ; and I had a dear right to keep it ; but it 
was no more my own than my vote is my own ; and the threat 
of death to me, to extort my money, and the threjit of de- 
struction to the Union, to extdrt mj vote, can scarcely be dis- 
tinguished in principle. 

A few words now to Republicans I( is exceedingly de- 
sirable that ail pai ts of this great confederaty shall be at peace, 
and in harmon>, one with anolhei Let us Eepublicana do 
our part to have it ao Tven though much pioioked let ua 
do nothing through passion and ill temper L\en though the 
Southern people wiU not so muih ■«, listen to us, let us calmly 
consider their demand*, and yield to them it, in our delibetata 
view of our duty, we possibly can Judging by all they say 
and do, and by the subject and nature ot then controversy 
with us, let us determine, if we cin, what will patiffy them ' 

Will they be satisfied if the territories be unoonditioinlly 
surrendered to them ? We know they will not. In all their 
present complaints against ns, the territories. are scarcely men- 
tioned. Invasions and insurrections are the rage now. Will 
if satisfy them if, in the future, we have nothing to do with 
invasions and insurrections? We know it will not. We so 
know because we know we never had anything to do with in- 
vasions and insurrections ; and yet thi^ total abstaining does 
not exempt us from the charge and the denunciation. 

The question recurs, what will satisfy them'! Simply this: 
We must not only let thein alone, but we must, eomehow, 
convince them that we do let them alone. This, we know by 
experience, is no easy task. We have been so trying to con- 
vince them, ffQiii tfiQ vary beginning of our organization, but 
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with no su('ceR3, In all our platforms and speeches we huve 
constandy protested our purpose to let them alone ; but iliia 
has hud no tendency to eonyince them. Alike unavailing to 
convince them ie the fact that they have never detected a man 
of us in any attempt to disturb them. 

ITiese •natural, and apparently adequate means all failinjr, 
what will convince Ihemi This, and this only : cease to call 
slavery wrong, and join them in calling it right And this 
must bo done thoroughly — done in acU as well as in words. 
Silence will not be tolerated — we must place ourselves avow- 
edly with them. Douglas's new sedition law must be enacted 
and enforced, suppressing all declarations that slavery is 
wrong, whether made in politics, in presses, in pulpits, or in 
piivate. We must arrest and return their fugitive slaves with 
greedy pleasui'e. "We must poll down our Free-State consli- 
tutions. The whole atmosphere must be dtfinfected from all 
taint of opposition to slavery, before they will cease to be- 
lieve that ail their troubles proceed from us, 

I am quite aware they do not state their case precisely in 
this way. Most of them would probably say to us, " Let us 
alone, do nothing to us, and say what you please about sla- 
very." Bui we do let them alone — have never disturbed them 
— so that, after all, it is what we say, which dissatisfies them. 
They will continue to accuse us of doing, until we cease say- 

I am also aware they have not, as yet, in terms, demanded 
the overthrow of our Free-State constitutions. Yet those 
constilufio.is declare tbe wrong of slavery, with more solemn 
emphasis, than do all other sayings against it ; and when all 
these other sayings shall have been gilenced, the overthrow of 
these constitutions will be demanded, and nothing be left to 
resist the demand. It is nothing to the contrary, that they do 
not demand tbe whole of this just now. Pemanding what 
they do, and for the reason they do, they can voluntarily stop 
nowhere short of this consummation. Holding, as they do, 
that slavery is morally right, and socially elevating, they-ean- 
not cease to demand a full national recognition of it, as a legal 
right, and a social blessing. 

Nor can we justifiably withhold this, on any ground, save 
our conviction that slavery is wrong. If slavei7 is right, all 
words, acts, laws, and conslituiions against it, are themselves 
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wrong, and should be silenced, and swept away. If it is 
right, we cannot justly object to its nationality-^ils universal- 
ity ( if it is wrong, they cannot justly insifit upon its extension 
— its enlargement. All (hey ask, we could readily grant, if 
we thought slavery right ; all we ask, they could as readily 
grant, if ihey thought it wrong. Their thinking it right, and 
our thinking it wrong, is the precise fact upon which depends 
the whole controversy. Thinking it right, as Ihey do, they 
are not to blame for desiring its full recognition, as being 
right ; but, thinking it wrong, as we do, can we yield to 
them? Can we cast our votes with their view, and against 
our own * In view of our moral, social, and political respon- 
sibilities, Can we do this? 

Wrong as we think slavery is, we can yet afford to let it 
alone where it is, because that much is due to the necessity 
ai-ising from its actual presence in the nation ; but can we, 
while our votes will prevent it, allow it to spread into the na- 
tional territories, and to overrun «s here in these free Slates ? 

If our sense of duty forbids this, then lef us stand by our 
duty, fearlesdy and effectively. Let us be diverted by none of 
those sophistical contrivances wherewith we are so industri- 
ously plied and belabored — contrivances such as groping for 
some middle ground between the right and the wrong, vain as 
the search for a man who should be neither a living man nor 
a dead man — such as a policy of " don't care" on a question 
about which all true men do care — such as Union appeals be- 
seeching true Union men to yield to disunionists, reversing the 
divine rule, and calling, not the sinners, but the righteous to 
repentance — such as invocations to Washington, imploring 
men to unsay what Washington said, and undo what Wash- 
ington did. 

Neither let us be slandered from our duly by false accusa- 
tions against us, nor frightened from it by menaces of destruc- 
tion to the government, nor of dungeons to oui-selves. Let us 
have faith that right makes might, and in that faith, let us, to 
the end,- date to do our duty, as we understand it. 
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THE WAB WITH MEXICO, 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Januai-y 12th, 1848. 
On the resolutions referring the President's Message to th.j 
viirioua Standing Committees 

Mr. Lincoln addressed the Committee as follows : 
Me. Chairman: Some, if not all, the gentlemen on the 
otlier side of the House, who have addressed the Committee 
wi:hin the last two days, have spoken rather coraplainingly, 
if I have rightly understood them, of the vote given a week 
or ten days ago, declaring that the war with Mexico was un- 
necessatily and unconstitutionally commenced hy the Presi- 
dent. I admit that such a vote should not be given in mere 
party wantonness, and that the one given is justly censurable, 
if it have no other or better foundation, I am one of those 
who joined in that vote ; and I did so under my best irapres- 
aion of the Irtith of the case. How I got this impression, and 
how it may possibly be removed, I will now try to show. 
When the war began, it was my opinion that all those who, 
because of knowing too /Me, or because of knowing too 
imwh, could not conacienliously approve the conduct of the 
President (in the beginning of it), should, nevertheless, as 
good citizens and patriots, ren.ain silent on tliat point, at 
least till the war should be ended. Some leading Democrats, 
including Ex-President Van Buren, have taken this same view, 
as I understand them ; and I adhei-ed to it and acted upon it, 
until since I took my seat here ; and I think I should st.ll 
adhere to it, were it not that the President and his friends 
would not allow it to be so. liesides, the continual ctfort of 
the President to argue every silent vote given for supplies into 
an endorsement of the justice and wisdom of bis conduct, be- 
sides that singularly candid paragraph in his late message, in 
which he tells us that Congress, with great unanimity (only 
two iu the Senate, and fourteen in the House dissenting), had 
declared that " by iha act of the Hepublic of Mexico a state 
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of war exists between that government and tlie Uiiiled States ;" 
when the same journab that informed Lim of this, also in- 
formed him that, when that declaration stood disconnected 
from the question of supplies, sixty-seven in the House, and 
not fourteen, merely, voted against it ; besides this open at- 
tempt to prove, by telling the ti-utk, what he could not prove 
by telling the whole ti-ulh, demanding of ail who will not sub- 
mit to be misrepresented, in justice to themselves, to speak 
out. Besides all this, one of my colleagues [Mr. Eiciiabd- 
son] at a very early day in the session, brought in a set of 
resolutions, expressly endorsing the original justice of the war 
on the part of the President. Upon these resolutions when 
they shall be put upon their passage, I shall be compelled to 
vote ; so that I cannot be silent, if I would. .Seeing this, I 
went about preparing myself to give tie vote understand ingly, 
when it should come. I carefully examined the President's 
messages, to ascertain what he himself had said and proved 
upon the point. Tbe result of this examination was to make 
the impression, that, taking for true all the President states as 
fads, he falls far short of proving his justification ; and that the 
President would have gone farther with his proof, if it had 
not been for the small matter that the truth would not permit 
him. Under the impression thus made, I gave the vote before 
?n(ioned, I propose now to give concisely the process of the 
I made, and how I reached the conclusion I 

1 his first message of May, 1816, declares 
urs, on which hostilities were commenced 
B repeats that declaration, almost in the 
ach successive annual message — thus show- 
s that point a highly essential one. In the 
importance of that point, I entirely agree with the President. 
To my judgment, it is the very point upon which he should be 
justified or condemned. In his message of December, 1846, 
it seems to have occurred to him, as is certainly true, that 
title, ownership to so«l, or anything else, is not a simple fact, 
but is a conclusion following one or more simple facts ; and 
that it was incumbent upon him to present the facts from 
which he concluded the soil was ours on which the lirst blood 
of the war was shed. 

Accordingly, a litlle below the middle of page twelve, in the 
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message last refen-ed to, he entera upon that tafk, forming an 
issue and introducing testimony, extending the wiiole to a lit- 
tle below the middle of page fourteen. Now 1 propose to try 
to ebow that the wbole of this issue and evidence is from 
beginning to end, the sheerest deception. The issue, as he 
presents it, is in these words, " But there ai-a those who, 
conceding all this to be true, assume the ground that the true 
western boundary of Texas is the Nueces, instead of the Kio 
Grande ; and that, therefore, in marching our army to the 
eust bank of the latter river, we passed the Texan line and 
invaded the territory of Mexico." Now, this issue is made 
np of two affirmativea, and no negative. The main deception 
of it is, that it assumes as true that one river or the other is 
necessarily the boundary, and cheats the superficial thinker 
entirely out of the idea that possibly the boundary is some- 
where between the two, and not actually at either. A further 
deceplion ia, that it will be in evidence, which a true issue 
would exclude. A true issue made by the President would 
be about as follows ; " I say (he soil was ours on which the 
first blood was shed ; there are tho.se who say it vtas not." 

I now proceed to examine the President's evidence as appli- 
cable to such an issue. "When that evidence is analyzed,'it is 
all included in the following propositions r 

1. That the Eio Grande was the western boundary of Lou- 
isiana as we purchased it of France in 1803. 

2- That the Eepublic of Texas always claimed the Rio 
Grande as her western boundary. 

3. That by various acts she had claimed it onpaper. 

4. That Santa Anna in his treaty with Texas recognized 
the Rio Grande as her boundary. 

5. That Texas before, and the United States after annex- 
ation, had exercised jurisdiction heijond the Nueces, between the 

6. That our Congress understood the boundiiry of Texas to 
extend beyond the Nueces- 

Now for each of these in its turn : 

His first item is, that the Eici Grande was the western 
boundary of Louisiana as we purchased it from France in 
1803 ; and seeming to expect this to be disputed, ho argues 
over the amount of nearly a page to prove it true ; at the end 
of which he lets us know that^ by tbe treaty of 1819, we sold 
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to Spain the whole country from the Eio Grande eastward to 
the Sabine. Now, admitting, for the present, Ihat the Eio 
Grande was the boundary of Louisiana, what, under hesiven, 
had that to do with the present boundary between us and 
Mexico? How, Mr. Chairman, the hne that once divided 
your land from mine can still bo the boundary betweeji us after 
I liave sold the land to you, is to me, beyond all comprehen- 
Hion. And how any man, with an honest purpose only of 
proving the truth, could even have thought of introducing such 
a fact to prove such an issue, is equally incomprehensible! The 
outrage upon common rights of seizing as our own what we 
have once sold, merely because it teas ours before we sold it, 
is only equalled by the outrage on common sense of any at- 
tempt to justify it. 

The President's next piece of eydence is, that " the Re- 
public of Texas always claimed Ibis river [Rio Grande] as her 
western boundary," That is not true in fact. Texas has 
claimed it, but she has not alumys claimed it. Tliere is, at 
least, one distinguished exception. Her State constitution— 
the Kepublic's most solemn and well-considered act. — that 
which may, without impropriety, be Ciilled her last will and 
testament, revoking all others — makes no such claim. But 
suppose she had always claimed it ; has not Mexico always 
claimed the contrary ? So that there is but claim against claim, 
leaving nothing proved until we get lack of the claims, and 
find which has the better foundation. 

_ Though not in the order in which the President presents 
his evidence, I now consider that class of his statements, 
which are in substance nothing more than Texas has, by va- 
rious acts of her Convention and Congress, claimed the Hio 
Grande as her boundary— o/j /«/)«-. I mean here what he 
says about the fixing of the Eio Grande as her boundary in 
her old constitution (not her State constitution), about form- 
ing congressional districts, counties, etc. Now, all of this is 
but naked claim, and what I have already said about claims is 
strictly applicable to this. If I should claim your land by 
word of mouth, that certainly would not make it mine ; and 
if I were to claim it by a deed which I had made myself, and 
with which you had had nothing to do, the claim would 
be quite the same in substance, or rather, in utter notliing- 
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I next consiiier the FresiJent's ftatenient, that Santa Anna, 
in his treaty with Texas, recognized the Hio Gi'ande as the 
weelei'n boundary of Texas. Besides tlie position so often 
taken, that Santu Anna, while a prisoner-of-wftr — a captive — 
cou/d no* bind Mexico by a treaty, which I deem conclusive; 
besides this, 1 wish to siiy something in relation to this treaiy. 
1-0 called by the President, with Santa Anna, If any man 
would like to be amused by a sight at that little thing, which 
the President calls by that Hff name, we can have it by turn- 
ing to Niles' Regiiter, volume 50, page 336. And if any one 
should suppose that JW/es' Segkter is a curious repository of so 
mighty a document as a solemn treaty between nations, I can 
only say that I learned to a tolerable d^ree of certainty, by 
intjiiiry at the Klate Department, that the President himself 
never saw it anyv^here else. 

By-the-way, I believe I should not err if I were to declare, 
that during the first ten years of the existence of that docu- 
ment, it was never by anybody called a treaty ; that it was 
never so called till the President, in his extremity, attempted, 
by so calling it, to wring something from it in justiflcalion of 
himself in connection with the Mexican wars. 

It has none of the distinguishing features of a treaty. It 
does not call itself a treaty. Santa Anna does not therein 
assume to bind Mexico j be assumes only to act as the Pi-esi- 
dent, commander-in-chief of the Mexican array and navy, and 
stipulates that the then present hostilities should cease, and 
that he would not himself, take up arms, nor inftuence the Mexi- 
can people to take up arms, against Texas, during the existence 
of the war of Independence. He did not recognize the inde- 
pendence of Texas ; he did not assume to put an end to the 
war, but clearly indicated his expectation of its continuance ; 
he did not say one word about boundary, and most probahly 
never thought of it. It is stipulated therein that tlie Mexican 
forces should evacuate the territory of Texas, jiassing to the 
other side of the Rio Grande ; and in another article it is stipu- 
lated, that lo prevent collision between the armies, the Texan 
should not approach nearer than within live leagues — of what 
is not said — but clearly, from the object stated, it is of the 
Biq Grande. Now, if this is a treaty recognizing the Hio 
Grande as the boundary of Texas, it contains a singular fea- 
ture of stipulating that Texas shall not go within five leagues 
of her own, boundary. 
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Next comes the evidence of Texas before annexation, and 
the United States afterward, exercmng jurisdiction h&jond tlie 
Kueces, and between the two rivers. Tliis actual twercke of ju- 
rladielion is the very class or quality of evidence we want, It 
is excellent, so far as it goes ; but does it go far enough 1 He 
tells us it went beyond the Nueces, but he does not tell us it 
went to the Rio Grande. He tells us jonisdiction was exer- 
cised between the two rivers, but he does not tell us it was ex- 
ercised over all the territory between them. Some sinijile- 
minded people think it possible to cross one river and go beyond 
it, without going off the vxiy to the next ; that jurisdicnon may 
be exercised between two rivers without covering all the coun- 
try between them. 1 know a man, not very unlike myself, 
who exercises jurisdiction over a piece of land between the 
Wabash and the Mississippi, and yet so far is this from being 
all there is between those rivers, that it is just one hundred 
and fifly-two feet long by fifty wide, and no part of it much 
within a hundred miles of either. He has a neighbor between 
him and the Missiesippi — that is, just across the street, in that 
ilii-ection — whom, I am sure, he could neither persuade nor 
force to give up his habitation ; but which, nevertheless, ho 
could certainly annex, if it were to be done by merely stand- 
ing on his own side of the street and claiming it. or even set- 
ting down and writing a iked for it. 

But next, the President tells us, the Congress of the United 
States understood the Slate of Texas they admitted into the 
Union, to extend beyond the Nueces. Well, I suppose they 
did — I certainly po understood it — but how far beyond t 
ThafCongress did not undei-stand it to extend clear to the Rio 
Grande is quite certain by the fact of their joint resolutions 
for admission, expressly leaving all questions of boundary to 
future adjustment. And, it may he added, that Texas herself 
is proved to have had the same understanding of it that our 
Congress had, by the fact of the exact conformity of her new 
constitution to those resolutions. 

1 am now through the whole of the President's evidence ; 
and it is a singulai' fact, that if any one should declare the 
President sent the army into a settlement of Mexican people, 
who had never submitted, by consent or force, to the authority 
of Texas or the United States, and that there, and therebii, tlie 
llrst blood of the war was shed, there is not one ivord in all 
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the PresiJent has said which would either admit or deny the 
declaration. In thia strange omission chiefly consists the de- 
ce[iiion of tJie President's evidence; an omission wliicli, it 
does seem to me, could scarcely have occurred but by desiBQ, 
My way of living leads me to be about the courts of jusiice ; 
and there I ha.ve sometimes seen a good lawyer, struggling 
for his client's neck, in a desperate ca.se, employ every artifice 
to work around, beibg, and cover op with many words, some 
position pressed upon him by the pi-osecufion, which he dared 
not admit, and yet could not deny. Party bia^ may help to 
make it appear so ; but, with all the allowance I can make for 
su^h a bias, it still does appear to me that just such, and from 
just such necessity, is the President's struggles in thia case. 
Sometime after my colleague [Mr. Kichar^son] introduced 
the resolutions I have mentioned, I introduced a preamble, 
resolution, and interrogatories, intended to draw the President 
out, if possible, on this hitherto untrodden ground. To show 
their relevancy, I propose to state my understanding of the true 
rule for ascertaining the boundary between Texas and Mexico. 
It is, that wherever Texas was exerdmg jurisdiction was hers ; 
&Y\A wherever jVaBSM was exercising jurisdiction was hers ; and 
that whatever separated the actual exercise of jurisdiction of 
the one from that of the other, was the true boundary between 
them. If, as is probably true, Texas was exercising jurisdic- 
tion along the western bank of the Nueces, and Mexico was 
exercising it along the eastern bank of the Eio Grande, then 
neither river was the boundary, but the uninhabited country 
between the two was. The extent of our territory in the re- 
gion depended, not upon any treaty-fixed boundary (for no treaty 
had attended it), but on revolution. Any people, anywhere, 
being inclined, and having the power, have the right to rise 
up and shatic off the existing government, and form a new one 
that suits them bettor. This is a most valuable, a most sacred 
right — a right which, we hope and believe, is to liberate the 
world. Nor is this right confined to cases in which the whole 
people of an existing government may choose to exercise it. 
Any portion of such people that can, jmy revolutionize, and 
make their own of so much of the territory as they inhabit. 
More titan this, a majon'ly of any portion of such people may 
revolutionize, putting down a miaoriti/, intermingled with or 
near about them, who may oppose their movements. Such 
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mintiritj- was precisely the case of the Tories in our own Eev- 
olutioii. It is a quality of revolutions not to go bj old lines or 
old laws i but to break up both, and in<ike new nnes. As 
to (be country now in question, we bought it of France in 
1803, and sold it lo Spain in 1819, accoiding lo the Presi- 
dent's statement. After this, all Mexico, includnig Texas, 
revolutionized against Spain; and still later, Texas revolu- 
lionized against Mexico. In. my view, just so far as she car- 
ried her revolution, by obtaining tlie actual, willing or unwil- 
ling, submission of the people, so far the country was heiti, 
and no farther. 

Now, sir, for the purpose of obtaining tlie veiy best evidence 
as to whether Texas had actually carried her revolution to the 
place where the hostilities of the present war commenced, let 
the President answer the interrogatories I proposed, as before 
mentioned, oi some other similar ones. Let him answer fully, 
fairij, and candidly Let him answer with faeU, and not 
with argument Let him remember he sits where Washing- 
ton sat , and, bo remembering, let him answer as Washington. 
As a nation "hnuld not, and the Almighty will not, be evaded, 
so let hira attempt no evasion, no equivocation. And if, so 
answering, he can show that the soil was ours where the first 
blood of the war was shed — that it was not within aa inhabit- 
ed country, or, if within such, that the inhabitants had sub- 
mitted themselves to the civil authority of Texa.% or of the 
United States, and that the same is true of the site of Fort 
Brown — then am I with him for his justiticacion. In that 
case I shall be most happy to reverse the vote I gave the other 
day. I have a selfish motive fur desiring that the President 
may do this ; I expect to give some votes, in connection with 
the war. which, without his so doing, will be of doubtful pro- 
priety, in my own judgment, which will be free from the doubt 
if he does so. But if he cannot or wrill not do this — if, on any 
pretence, or no pretence, he shall refuse or omit it — then I 
should be fully convinced of what I more than suspect already, 
that he is deeply conscious of being in the wi-ong ; that he feels 
the blood of this war, like the blood of Abel, is crying to 
Heaven against him ; that he ordered Gen. Taylor into the 
midst of a peaceful Mexican settlement, purposely to bring on a 
war ; that originally having some strong motive — what, I will 
not stop now to give my opinion concerning — to involve the 
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two countries in a war, and trusting to escape scrutiny by fixing 
the public gaze upon the exceeding brightness of military glory, 
this attractive rainbow lliat rises in showers of blood— that 
serpent's eye tfiat charms to destroy—be plunged into it, and 
has swept on and on, till, disappointed in his calculation of 
the ease with which Mexico might be subdued, he now finds 
himself, he knows not where. How like the half insane 
mumbling of a fever dream, is the wliole war part of tiie 
late message! At one time telling us that Mexico has 
nothing whatever that we can get but territory : at another, 
showing us how we can support the war by levying contribu- 
tions on Mexico. At one time nixing the national honor, 
thesecurity of thefuturc, the prevention of foreign interference, 
and even the good of Mexico herself, as among the objecis of 
the two- at another telling us that, " Ti "' "' =— ■— 
to pt =s f t t J 
11 J t d manl dt g tl o u ils di- 

p s, th t p ^>M defi t obj 

S tl th n I h u ty f th f ture, and 

jhnbtt Indmy yb dedthew 

I po d djJ te b] t f th b h g it now 

se II d h t I d m ty 1 ly Ij t we are 

ed t se by 1 la h 11 tl t h w ontont to 

kai mtha„ dth hip f Lower Cali- 

f t b d 11 carrj ! ar ke o/i wo 

arc fighting for, and sUll fight on. Again, the 1 resident is re- 
solved, under all circumstances, to have full territorial indemni- 
ty for the expenses of the war, but he foi^ets to tell us how 
we are to get the excees, after those expenses shall have sur- 
passed the value of the whole of the Mexican territory. So, 
again, he insists that the separate national existence of Mexico 
shall be maintained ; but he does not tell us how this can be 
done after we shall have taken all her territory. Lest the 
questions I here suggest, be considered speculative merely, iet 
me be indulged a moment in trying to show they are not. 

The war has gone on some twenty months ; for the ex- 
penses of which, together with an inconsiderable old score, 
the President now claims about one half of the Mexican ter- 
ritory, and that by far the better half, so far as concerns our 
ability to make anything out of it, II is comparatively unin- 
habited ; so that we could e»ta:blish land offices in it, ard raise 
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some money in that way. l!ut the otlier half is already in- 
habited, as I understand it, tolerably densely for the nature of 
tlie country ; and all its lands, or alt that a*e valuable, already 
appropriated as private property. How, then, are we to make 
anything out of these lands with this incumbrance on them, or 
liow remove the incumbrance? I suppose no one will say 
we should kill the people, or drive them out, or make slaves 
of them, or even confiscate their property ? How, then, can 
we make much out of this part of the territory ? If the prose- 
cution of the war has, in expenses, already equalled the better 
half of the country, how long its future pi-oseculion will be in 
equalling the less valuable half is not a speculative, but a practi- 
cal question, pressing closely upon us ; and yet it is a question 
which the President seems never to have thought of. 

As to the mode of terminating the war and securing peace, 
the President is equally wandering and indefinite, Fii-sl, it is 
to bo done by a more vigorous prosecution of the war in the 
vital parts of the enemy's country ; and, after apparently talk- 
ing himself tired on this point, the President dmps down into 
a half despairing tone, and tells ua, that "with a people dis- 
tracted and divided hy contending factions, and a government 
subject to constant ciianges, by successive revolutions, the con- 
tiitu^ success o/<mr arras mas/ fad to obtain a mtis/aclori/ peace." 
Then he suggests the propriety of wheedling the Mexican peo- 
ple to desert the counsels of their own leadei-s, and, trusting 
in our protection, to set up a government from which we ean 
secure a satisfactory peace, telling us that " this may become the 
oitlff mode of obtaining such a peace." But soon he falls into 
doubt of this too, and then drops back on the already half- 
abandoned ground of "more vigorous prosecution." All this 
shows that the President is in no wise satisfied with his own 
positions. First, he takes up one, and, in attempting to argue 
us with it, he ai^ues himself out of it ; then spizes another and 
goes through the ssme process ; and then, confused at being 
able to think of nothing new, he snatches up the old one 
again, which he has some time before cast off. His mind, 
tasked beyond his power, is running hither and thither like 
some tortured creature on a burning surface, finding no posi- 
tion on which it can settle down and be at case. 

Again, it is a singular omission in this message, that it no- 
whtre intimates whun the President excects the war to termi- 
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nate. At its beginning, General Scott was, by this same Pres- 
ident, driven into disfavor, if not disgrace, for inlimaling ibut 
peace could not be conquered in less Ihan three or four montlii". 
But now, at the end of twenty months, during which lime 
our arms have given us the most splendid successes — every de- 
partment, and every part, land and water, officers and pri- 
vatos, regulara and volunteers, doing all that men c<mld do, 
and hundreds of things which it had ever before been thought 
that man could not do ; after all this, this same President 
gives us a long message without showing us that, as to the end, 
lie has himself even an imaginary conception. As 1 have be- 
foissaid, he knows not where he is. He is a bewildered, 
confounded, and miserably perplexed man. God grant be 
may l>e able to show there is not something about his con- 
science more painful than all his mental perplexity ! 



INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 

HOUSE OF EEPRESENTATIVES, 
Jane 2Qth, 1848. 

Is Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, on 
the Civil and Diplomatic Appropriation Kill, 

Mr. LiNcor.N said; 

Mft. Chairman : I wish at ail times and in no way to prac- 
tise any fraud upon the House or the Committee, and I also 
desire to do nothing which may be very disagreeable to any 
of the members. I therefore state, in advance, that my object 
in taking the floor is to make a speech on the general subject 
of internal improvements, and if I am out of order in doing 
so, I give the Chair an opportunity of so deciding, and I will 
take ray seat. 

The Chaik: I will not undertake to anticipate what the 
gentleman may say on the subject of internal improvements. 
He will, therefore, proceed in his remarks, and if any question 
of order shall he made, the Cliair will then decide it. 
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Mr. Lincoln : At an early day of this session Ihe President 
sent US what may be properly called an internal -iin pro vement 
veto mess^e. The late Demwratio Convention which sat at 
Baltimore, and which nominated Gen. Cass for the Presiden- 
cy, adopted a set of resolutions, now called the Democratic 
platform, among which is one in these words : 

-, " That the Consfitution does not confer upon the general 
government the power to commence and carry on a general 
system of internal improvements." 

General Cass, in hia letter accepting the nomination, adds 
this language : 

" I have carefully read the resolutions of the Democratie 
National Convention, laying down the platform of our political 
faith, and I adhei-e to them as firmly as I approve them cor- 

These things, taken together, show that the question of in- 
ternal improvements is nowmoredistinctly made— has beeomo 
more intense, than at any former period. It can no longer bo 
avoided. The veto message and the Baltimore resolutions I 
understand to be, in substance, the same thing ; the latter 
being the mere general statement, of which the former is the 
amplification — the bill of particulars. While I know there 
are many Democrats, on this floor and elsewhere, who disap- 
prove that message, I understand that all who shall vote for 
Gen. Cass will thereafter be counted as having approved it, as 
having endorsed alt ils doctrines. I suppose all, or nearly all, 
tlie Democrats will vote for him. Many of them will do so, 
not because they like his posilion on this question, but because 
they prefer him, being wrong in this, to another whom they 
consider further wrong on other questions. In this way the 
internal improvement Democrats are to be, by a sort of forced 
consent carried over, and arrayed against themselves on this 
measure of policy. General Cass, once elected, will not 
trouble himself to make a constitutional argument, or, per- 
haps, any argument at all, when he shall veto a i-iver or har- 
bor bill. He will consider it a sufficient answer to all Demo- 
cratic murmurs, to point to Mr. Polk's message and the 
"Democratic platform." This being the case, the question 
of improvements is very near a final crisis ; and tlie friends of 
the policy must now battle, and battle manfully, or surrender 
all. In this view, humble as I am, I wisli to review, and con- 
15 
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test, aa well I may, the general positiona of this veto message- 
When I say general positions, I mean to exclude from conside- 
ration so much as relate to the present embarrassed state of the 
treasury, in consequence of the Mexican war. 

Those general positions are : That internal improvements 
ought not to he made by the general government. 

1. Because they would overwhelm the treasury. 

2. Because while their burdens would be general, their lene- 
Jits would be local and partial, involving an obnoxious ine- 
quality ; and 

S, Because they would be unconstitutional. 

4. Because the States may do enough by the levy and col- 
lection of tonnage duties ; or, if not, 

5. That the Constitution may he amended. 

" Do nothing at ail, lest you do something wrong," is the 
Bum of these positiona — is the sum of this message — and this, 
with the exception of what is said about constitutionality, ap- 
plying as forcibly to making improvements by State authovity, 
as by the national authority. So tbat we must abandon the 
improvements of the country altogether, by any and every 
authority, or we must resist and repudiate the doctrines of the 
message. Let us attempt the latter. 

The first portion is, tliat a system of internal improvement 
would overwhelm the treasury. 

That in such a system there is a tendency to undue expan- 
sion, is not to be denied. Such tendency is found in the na- 
ture of the Bubject. A member of Congress will prefer voting 
for a bill which contains an appropriation for his district, to 
voting for one which does not ; and when a bill shall be ex- 
panded till every district js provided for, that it will be too 
greatly expanded is obvious. But is this any more true in 
Congress than in a State legislature 1 If a member of Con- 
gress must have an appropriation for his district, so a member 
of a legislature must have one for his county ; and if one will 
overwhelm the national treasury, so the others will overwhelm 
the State treasury. Go where we will, the difficulty is the 
same. Allow it to drive us from the halls of Congress, and it 
will just as easily drive us from the State legislatures. Let us, 
then, grapple with it, and test its strength. Let us, judging 
the future by the past, ascertain whether there may not be, in 
the discretion of Congress, a sufficient power to limit and re- 
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strain this expansive tendency %vithin reasonable anij proper 
bounds. The President liimself values the evidence of tho 
past. He tells us, that at a certain point of our history, more 
than two hundred niillions of dollars had been applied fnr, to 
make improvements ; and this ho does to prove that the treas- 
ury would be overwhelmed by such a syatem. Why did he 
liot tell us how much was gmiOed f Would not that have been 
better evidence f Let «s turn to it, and see what it proves. 
In the Message the President telis us, that " during the four 
succeeding years, embraced by the administration of President 
Adams, the pewer not only to aj^ropriate money, but to ap- 
ply it, mider the direction and authority of tho general govern- 
mentj as well to the construction of roads as to the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, was fully asserted and exercised." 
This, then, was the period of greatest enormity. These, if 
any, must be the days of the two hundred millions. And how 
much do you suppose was really expended for improvements 
during that four years ? Two hundred millions* One Iiun- 
dred? Fifty? Tea? Five! No, sir; less than two mil- 
lions. As shown by authentic documents, the expenditures 
oa improvements during 1825, 1826, 1827, and 1828, 
amounted to $1,879,000 01. Tli^se four years were the period 
of Mr. Adams's administration, nearly and substantially. This 
fact shows, that when the power to make improvements was 
"fully maintained and exercised," tho Confesses did keep 
within reasonable limits ; and what &as been done, it seema 
to mo, can be done again. 

Now for the second position of the Message, namely, that 
the burdens of the improvements would be general, v/liile their 
benefits would be local and partial, involving an obnoxious ine- 
quality. That there is some degree of truth in this position I 
will not deny. Ko commercial object of government patron- 
age ean be so exclusively general as not to be of some peculiar 
focai advantage ; but, on the other hand, nothing is so /oca/ as not 
to be of some general advantage. The navy, as I understand it, 
was established, and is maintained at a great annual expense, 
partly to be ready for war, when war shall eome, but partly, 
also, and perhaps chiefly, for the protection of our commerce 
on the liigh seas. The latter object is, as far as I can see, in 
principle, tlio same as internal improvements. The driving of 
a pirate from the track of commerce, on the broad ocean, and 
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)¥ing of a snag from its more narrow path in the Mis- 
Kissippi river, cannot, I think, he distinguished in principle. 
Each is done to save life and properly, and for nothing else. 
The navy, then, is the most general in its benefits of all this 
class of objects ; and yet the navy is of some peculiar advan- 
tage to Charleston, Baltimore, Philadelphia, New- York, and 
Boston, beyond what it is to the interior towns of Elinois. 
The next most general object I can think of, would be the im- 
provement of the Mississippi river and its tribularies. They 
touch thirteen of our States — Peniisylvania, Virginia, Ken- 
tacky, Tennessee, Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, 
Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Wisconsin, and Iowa. Now, I sup- 
pose it will cot be denied, that these thirteen States are a little 
more interested in improvements on that great river than the 
remaining seventeen. These instances of the navy and the 
Mississippi river, show clearly that there is something of local 
advantage in the most general objects. But the converse is 
true. Nothing is so lo^l aa not be of some general benetit. 
Take, for instance, the Elinois and Michigan canal — cunsider- 
ed apart from ils effects, it is perfectly local ; every inch of it 
is within the State of Illinois. That canal was first opened 
for husinKs last April. In a very few days we were all grat- 
ified to learn, among other things, that sugar had been carried 
through the canal from New-Orleans to Buffalo, in New-York. 
This sugar look this route, doubtless, because it was cheaper 
than the old route. Supposing the benefit in the redaction of 
the cost of carriage to be shared between the buyer and seller, 
the result is, that the New-Orleans merchant sold his sugar a 
little dearer, and the people of Buffalo sweetened their coflice 
a little cheaper than before — a benefit resulting /wm the canal, 
not to Illinois where the canal is, hut to Louisiana and New- 
York, where it is not. In other transactions lUmois will, of 
course, have her share, and perhaps the larger sliare too, in 
the benefits of the canal ; but the instance of the sugar clearly 
shows, that the benefits of an improvement are, by no means, 
confined to the locality of the improvement itself. 

The just conclusion from all this is, that if the nation re- 
fuse to make improvements of the more general kind, because 
their benefits may be somewhat local, a State may, for the 
same reason, refuse to make an improvement of a local kind, 
because its benefits may be somewhat general. A State may 
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well say to the nation, " If you will do nothing for me, I will 
do nothing for you." Thus it is seen, that if this argument 
of " inequality" is sufficient anywhere, it ia sufficient every- 
where, and puts an end to improvement altogether. I hope 
and believe, that if the nation and the States would, in good 
fjith, in their respective spheres, do what they could in the 
way of improvements, what of inequality might be produced 
in one place might be compensated in another, and that the 
sum of the whole would not be very unequal. But suppose, 
after all, there should be some degree of inequality : inequal- 
ity is certainly never to be emhraeod for its own sake ; but is 
every good thing to be discarded which may be inseparably 
connected with some degree of it ? If so, we must discard 
an government. This capitol is built at the public expense, 
for the public benefit ; but does any one doubt that it is of 
some peculiar local advantage to the property- holders and 
business people of Washington » Shall we remove it for this 
reason? And if so, where shall we set it down, and be free 
from the difficulty ? To make sure of our object shall we 
locate it nowhere, and have Congress hold' ils sessions, as 
the loafer lodges, " in spots about I" I make no special allu- 
sion to the present President when I say there are few stronger 
cases of " burden to the many, and benefit to the few" — of 
" inequality" — than the Presidency itself is by some thought to 
be. An honest laborer digs coal at about seventy cents a 
day, while the President digs abstractions at about seventy 
dollars a day. The coal ia clearly worth more than the ah- 
slrucliom, and yet what a monstrous unequality in the prices! 
Does the President, for this reason, wish to abolish the Presi- 
dency f He does not, and he ought not. The true rule in de- 
termining to embrace or reject anything, is not whether it 
have any evil in it, but whether it have more of evil than of 
good. There are few things wAoI/t/ evil or whollt/ good. Al- 
most everything, especially in governmental policy, is an in- 
separable compound of the two, so that our best judgment of 
the preponderance between them is continually demanded On 
tins principle, the President, his friends, and the world gener- 
ally, act on most subjects. Why not apply it, then, upon this 
question ? Why, as to improvements, magnify the ^il, and 
stoutly refuse to see any ffood in them ? 

Mr. Chairman, on the third position of the message (the 
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constilutional question) I Lave not miicli to say. Beint; the 
man I ara, and p^peaking when I do, I feel that any attempt at 
an original constitutional ai^ument, I should not be, and 
ought not to be listened to patiently. The ablast and best of 
men have gone over the whole ground long ago. I shall at- 
tempt but little more than a brief notice of what some of 
them have said. In reference to Mr. Jefferson's views, I read 
from Mr, Folk's Teto message : 

" President Jefferson, in his message to Co^i^ress in 1806, 
recommended an amendment of the Constitution, with a view 
to apply an antioipated surplus in the treasury 'to the great 
purposes of public education, roads, rivers, canals, and such 
other objects cf public iraprovetnents as it may be thouglit 
proper to add to the constitutional enumeration of the fed- 
eral powers.' " And he adds, " 3 suppose an amendment to 
the Constitutioft, by consent of the States, necessary, because 
the objeels now jecommended are not among those enumer- 
ated in the Constitution, and to which it permits the public 
monies to be applied." In 1825, he repeated, in his published 
letters, the opinion that no such power has been conteried on 
Congress. I introduce ti)is, not to controvert, just now, the 
constitutional opinion, but lo show that on the riuestSon of 
expediency, Jfr. Jefferson's opinion was against the present 
President — that (his opinion of Mr. Jefferson, in one branch, 
at least, is, in the hands of Mr. Polk, like Fingal's gun — 



But, to the constitutional question : 

In 1826, Chancellor Kent first published his commentaries 
on American law. He devoted a portion of one of the 
lectures to the question of the authority of Congress to appro- 
priate public moneys for internal in^rovements- He mention- 
ed that the question had never been brought under judicial 
consideration, and proceeds to- give a brief snuimaiy of the 
discussions it had undergone between the legislative and exec- 
viive branches of' the government. 

He sh<iws that the legislative branch had usually been for, 
and executive agaiiift the power, till the period of Mr. J, Q. 
Adams' administration; at which point he considers the exec- 
utive influence as withdrawn from opposition and added to the 
support of the power. 
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In 1844 the Chancellor published a new edition of his com- 
mentaries, in which he adds some notes of what hud tran- 
spired on the question since 1826. I have not time to read 
the original text or the notes, but the whole may be found on 
page 267 and the two or tliree following pages of the first vol- 
ume of the edition of '44. As to what Chancellor Kent seems 
to consider the sum of the whole, I read from one of the notes : 
" Mr. Justice Stoiy, la his commentaries oii the Constitution 
of the United States, vol. ii., page 429-440, and again, page 
519-538, has stated at large the arguments for and against the 
proposition that Congress have a conslitutional power to lay 
taxes, and to apply the power to regulate commerce, as a 
means to encourage and protect domestic manufactures ; and, 
without giving any opinion of his own on the contested doc- 
trine, he has left the reader to draw his own conclusions, I 
should think, however, from the arguments as stated, that 
every mind which has taken no part in the discussions, and felt 
no prejudice or teiriforial bias on either side of the question, 
would deem the argument in favor of Congressional power 
vastly superior." 

It will be (^een, tliat in this extract the power to make im- 
provements is not directly mentioned, but by examining the 
context, both of Kent and of Story, it will appear that the 
power mentioned in the extract, and the power to make im- 
provements, are regarded as identical. It is not to be denied 
that many great and good men have been against the power ; 
but it is insisted that quite as many, as great and as good, 
have been^ff it; and it is shown that, on full survey of the 
whole. Chancellor Kent was of opinion that the arguments of 
the latter were vastlt/ superior. This is but the opinion of a 
man, but who was that man? He was one of the ablest and 
most learned lawyers of his age, or of any age. It is no dis- 
paragement to Mr. Polk, nor, indeed, to any one who devotes 
much time lo politics, to be placed far behind Chancellor Kent 
as a lawyer. His attitude was most fevorable to coirect 
conclusions. He wrote coolly and in retirement. He wa9 
struggling to rear a durable monument of fame, and he well 
knew that li-ul/i and thoroughly sound reasoning were the only 
sure fonndations. Can the party opinion of a pai-ty President 
on a law question, as this purely is, be at all compared or 
set in opposition to that of auch a man, in such an attitude, as 
Chancellor Kent? 
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This constitutional question will probably never bo better 
settled than it is, until it shall pass underjudicial consideration ; 
but I do think no man who is clear on this question of ex- 
pediency need feel his conscience much pricked on this. 

Mr. Chairman, the President seems to think that enough 
may be done in the way of improvement by means of lon- 
n^e dues, under State authority, with the consent of the gen- 
eral government. Now, I suppose this matter of tonnage 
duties is well enough in its own sphere. I suppose it may be 
efflcienl, and perhaps sufficient, to make slight improvements 
and repairs in harbors already in use, and not much out of re- 
pairs. But if I have any correct general idea of it, it must be 
wholly inefficient for any generally beneficent purposes of im- 
provement. I know very little, or rather nothing at all, of 
of the practical matters of levying and collecting tonnage 
duties, but I suppose that one of its principles must be, to lay 
a duty for the improvement of any particular harbor, upon the 
tonnage cmning into that harbor. To do otlierwise^to collect 
money at one harbor to be expended on improvements on 
anothee — would be an extremely a^ravated form of that 
inequality which the President so much deprecates. If I bo 
right in this, how could we make any entirely new iraprove- 
meut« by meaiw of tonnage duties ? How make a road, a 
(anal, or clear a greatly obstructed river % The idea that we 
could, involves the same absurdity of the Irish bull about the 
new hoofs: "Ishall never git 'em on," says Patrick, "tilll 
wears 'em a day or two, and stretch 'em a little." We shall 
never make a canal by tonnage duties until it shall already 
have been made awhile, so the tonnage can get into it. 

After all, the President concludes that possibly there may 
be some great objects of improvement which cannot be effected 
by tonnage duties, and which, therefore, may be expedient for 
tlie genei'al government to take in hand. Accordingly, he 
su^esls, in case any such should be discovered, the propriety 
of amending the Constitution. Amend it for what? If, like 
Mr. Jefferson, the President thought improvements expedient, 
but not constituttional, it would be natural enough for him 
to recommend such an amendment ; but hear what he says 
int his very message : 

" 111 view of these portentous consequences, I cannot but 
think that this course of legislation should be arrested, even if 
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there were nothing to forbid it in the fundamental laws of our 

For what, then, would he have the Constitution amend- 
ed ? With kim it is a proposition to remove one Impediment, 
merely to be met by otiiers, which, in his opinion, cannot be 
removed — to enable Congress to do what, in his opinion, tbey 
ought not to do if they could. 

[Here Mr. Meade, of Vii^inia, inquired if Jlr. Lincoln 
understood the President to be opposed, on grounds of ex- 
pediency, to any and every improvement.] 

To which Mr, Lincoln answered ; In the very part of his 
message of which I am now speaking, I understand him as 
giving some vague expressions in favor of some possible ob- 
jects of improvements ; but, in doing so, I understand to he 
directly in the teeth of his own argument in the other parla 
of it. Neither the President, nor any one, can possibly 
specify an improvement, which shall not be iiable to one or 
the other objections he has urged on the score of expediehcy, 
I have shown, and might show again, tliat no work — no ob- 
ject — can be so general as to dispense its benefits with precise 
equality ; and this inequality is among the " portentous con- 
sequences" for which he declare the improvements should be 
arrested. No, sir ; when the President intimates that sonie- 
thing in the way of improvements may properly be done by 
the general government, he is shrinking from the eonclusiona 
to which his own ai^ument would force hini. He feals not 
that the improvements of this broad and goodly land are a 
mighty interest, and he is unwilling to confei<s to the people, 
and perhaps to himself, that he has built an argument which, 
when preased to its conclusion, utterly annihilate this interest. 

I have already said that no one who is satisfied of the es- 
psdiency of making improvements, need be much uneasy in 
liis conscience about its unconstitutionality. 1 wish now to 
submit a few i-emarks on the general proposition of amending 
the Constitution. As a general rule, I think we would do 
much better to let it alone. No slight occasion should tempt 
US to touch it. Better not take the first step, which may lead 
to a habit of altering it. Better, rather, to habituate our- 
selves to think it unalterable. It can scarcely be made better 
than it is. New provisions would introduce new difficulties, 
and thus create and increase still further appetite for diange. 
15^= 
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No, sir ; let it stand as it is. New hands have never touched 
it. The men who made it have done their work, and have 
passed away. Who sliall improve on what iheg did ? 

Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of reviewing this message in 
the least possible time, as well as for the sake of distinctness, 
I have analyzed its arguments as well as I could, and reduced 
them to the propositions 1 have stated. I have now examined 
them in detail. I wish to detain the committee only a little 
while longer, with some general remarks on the subject of im- 
provement. That the subject is a difficult one, cannot be 
denied. Still, it is no more dilHcult in Congress than it is in the 
State legislatures, in the counties, or in the smallest municipal 
districts which anywhere exist. All can recur to instances 
of this difficulty in the case of country roads, bridges, and the 
like. One man is offended because the road passes over his 
land i another is offended because it does not pass over his ; 
one is dissatisfied because the bridge, for which he Is taxed, 
crosses the river on a different road from that which leads 
from his house to town ; another cannot bear that the county 
should get in debt for these same roads and bridges; white not 
a few struggle hard to have i-oads located over their hinds, 
and then stoutly refuse to let them be opened, until they are 
first paid the damages. Even between the different wards 
and streets of towns and cities, we find the same wrangling 
and difficulty. Now these are no other than the very diffi- 
culties against which, and out of which, tlie President con- 
Blructs his objections of "inequality," "speculation" and 
" crashing the treasury." There is but a single alternative 
about them — they are sufficient, or they are not. If sufficient, 
they are sufficient out of Congress as well as in it, and there 
is an end. We must reject them as insufficient, or lie down 
and do nothing by any authority. Then, dilficuliy though 
there be, let us lueet and overcome it. 

" Attempt Uie ml, BDd nnvtr come to douht ; 
NutliLug BO tiard, but i9Bicli will And it DuL ' 

Determine that the Lhi. g am and shall be done, and then we 
shall find the way. The tendency to undue expansion is unques- 
tionably the chief difficulty. How to do something, and still not 
do too muck, is the deaderatum. Let each contribute his mite in 
the way of suggestion. The late Silas Wright, in a letter to the 
Chicago Convention, contributed his, which was worth some- 



...Cooglc 



ABRAHAM LINCOLN. o47 

thing; and I now contribute mine, which may be worth noth- 
ing. At all events it will mislead nobody, and therefore will do 
no harm. I would not borrow money. I am against an over- 
whelming, crushing system. Suppose that at each session Con- 
gress shall first determine koiv much money can, for that year, be 
spared for improvements ; then apportion Ihat sum to the most 
important objects. So far all is easy ; but how shall we deter- 
mine which are the most important? On this question comes 
the collision of inleresls. I shall be slow to acknowledge tliat 
goar harbor, or r/our river, is more important than miiie, and 
viae verm. To clear this difficulty, let us have that same sta- 
tistical information which the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Vin- 
tonj su^ested at the beginning of this session. In that infor- 
mation we shall have a stern, unbending basis ot facts — a basis 
in no wise subject to whim, caprice, or local interest. The 
pre-limited amount of means will save us from doing too much, 
and the statistics will save ua from doing what we do in wrong 
places. Adopt and adhere to this course, and, it seems to me, 
the difficulty is cleared. 

One of the gentlemen from South Carolina (Mr. Shett) very 
much deprecates these statistics. He particularly objects, as 
I understand him, to counting all the pigs and chickens in the 
hind. I do not perceive much force in the objection. It is 
true, that if everything be enumerated, a portion of such sta- 
tistics may not be very useful to this object. Such products 
of this country as are to be consumed where they are prodtiaed, 
need no roads and rivers, no means of transportation, and 
have no very proper connection with this subject. The sur- 
plus, that which is produced in one place to be consumed in tm- 
otiicf ; the capacity of each locality to produce a greater sur- 
plus ; the natural means of transprrtation, and their suscepti- 
bility of improvement ; the hindrauces, delays, and losses of 
life and property during transportation, and the causes of each, 
would be. among the most valuable statistics in this connection. 
From these it would readily apper where a given amount of 
expenditure ivould do the most good. These statistics might 
be equally acciy.siljle, as they would be equally useful, to bolh 
the nation and tlie States. In tliis way, and by thefe means, 
let the nation take hold of the lai^er works, and the States 
the smaller ones, and thus, working in a meeting direction, dis- 
creetly, but stejidily and firmly, what is made unequal in one 
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place may be equalized in another, extravagance avoided, and 
the whole countiy put on that career of prosperity wliich 
ehalt correspond with its extent of territoiy, its natural yo- 
eources, and the intelligence and enterprise of its people. 
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EEIf ELICAN CANDIDATE FOK VICK-PRKSIDENT. 



Mr. Hamlin was born in Paris, county of Oxford, State 
of Maine, August 27, 1809. His fatlier, Dr. Cyrus Hamlin, 
was a surgeon and physician, and a native of Massachusetts. 
He was clerli of the courts for sevoral years, and subsequently 
sheriff of Osford county. He was one of the leading influ- 
sntial citizens of his town and county, and died in 1X28, aged 
about tifty-ciglit year?. 

Mr. Hamlin's mother was a diitighter of Dea. Elijah Liv- 
ermore, of the town of Livermore, Oxford county, Maine. 
She was a Tery estimable lady, and died in 1851, aged about 
seventy. Mr. Hamlin was fitted for college, but his fatiier 
dying, ho abandoned the idea of a collide course, and for a 
while labored at home upon the old homestead farm. Before 
commencing the study of law, he worked in a printing office 
in his native town, and for more than a year conducted the 
Jeffersoman, since merged in the Oxford Democrat, in connec- 
tion wi(h the Hon. Horatio King. Subsequently, lie studied 
law with the late Judge Cole, and after completing his course 
of study, ho was admitted to the bar, and removed to Hamp- 
den, Maine, where lie enjoyed in esten'-i\e practice until he 
voluntarily retirel iiom it His first entrance into public 
life was in 1836 when he was elected i reprcientii tire from 
the town of Harapien to the Mainp le„i lature He was re- 
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elected in 1837, 1838, 1839, 1840, and again in 1847 IIo 
was speaker of the liouse of representalivea in 1837, 1839, 
and 1840. In 1840 he was a candidate for Congress, but 
owing to the great popularity of (ieneral Harrison, and the 
remarkable success of the Whig party in that campaign, he 
was defeated by a few hundred votes. In 1842 he again run 
for Congress, and was elected by a iai^ majority, and in 1844 
he was also elected to the same body, by an increased vote. 
By the death of the lamented Governor Fairfield, a vacimcy 
was created in the United States Senate, and on the 2Cth of 
May, 1848, Mr. Hamlin was elected for four years to fill that 
vacancy. 

In July, 1851, he was re-elected to the Senate for six years. 
In 1858, he was elected Governor of Maine, and resigned his 
seat in the Senate to assume the duties of the office, January 
7, 1857. On the 16th day of the same month, he was elected 
by both branches of the legislature to the Uniled States Sen- 
ate for six years, and resinned the office of Governor, Febru- 
ary 20, 1857. Until he resigned the position, he was for a 
long time chairman of the committee on commerce in the 
Senat«. 

The above brief sketch of the early life and public services 
of Mr. Hamlin, while it may be a matter of interest to the 
American people, is far from being alt they inquire after con- 
nected with his personal history. Placed as he now is before 
the people of this great country, as a candidate for the second 
office in their gift, it is perfectly natural they should desire to 
know something of his political history and public record. 

Mr. Plamlin h antLLelenls aie demoLratii. On arriving at 
his majority, 1 e connecttd himsclt with the ol i Puinocratic 
parly, and vAeA with that politii.'it organ zati on until 1856, 
when, in a brief and eloquent speech in the Senate, he pub- 
licly withdrew fiom it and allied himself to the Eepublican 
party. Upon looking over Mr. Hamlin s public record in 
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Congress upon tlie slavery queBfion, we find nothin 
tent with his present position upon that subject. When he 
first entered Congress, he manfully battled fiir the right of 
petition against the gag rules introduced into that body. He 
not only voted to receive tlie petitions of the people, but upon 
more than one occasion spoke eloquently in favor of this great 
constitutional right. 

In 1845, while he voted against the joint resolution for the 
annexation of Texaa, yet he was not opposed to the measure 
provided it could he brought about by negotiation and treaty, 
and provided further that at least an equal portion of said 
domain should be kept free territory, for the benefit of the 
great laboring interests of the free States. Had his counsels, 
and the counsels of Colonel Benton, Silas Wright, and other 
great lights in the party, been adhered to, the Mexican war 
and all its evil consequences would have been avoided. 

When the " Two-Million Bill " was before the House in 
1846-7, proposing to put into the hands of the President a 
certain amount of money with ^¥hich to negotiate a treaty of 
peace with Mexico, Mr. Hamlin stood up side by side with 
David Wilmot, Preston King, and other influential democrats, 
in defence of the celebrated ^^ Proviso," known as the "Wil- 
mot Proviso," prepared by Judge Wilmot, yet actuatlg offered 
hy Mr. Hamlin, in the absence of the author. For this pro- 
viso he uniformly voted and labored until it passed the House. 

In the bouse of representatives, in Maine, at the session in 
1847 — to which he was elected immediately alter his return 
from Congress — he introduced resolutions embodying the same 
sentiments, advocated them in a masterly speech, and mamly 
thiough his influence they passed the house with only six 
nay'', j,nd the senate with only one dissenting vote. 

P'ollowing up his record upon this question, we find him 
voting in the United States Senate in 1848, in favor of the 
Jeiierson Proviso for the restriction of elaveery in the bill for 
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the organization of a territorial government for Oregon. Still 
later, in 1850, he yof«d to insert a similar restriction in the 
bills giving territorial governments to Utah and New-Mexico. 
The proviso leing defeated, he voted against the bills in strict 
accordance with the instructions of a democratic legislature in 
Maine, 

In the same year, 1850, Mr. Hamlin made the fest speech 
in the United States Senate in favor of the unconditional ad- 
mission of California as a free State, and his speech was then 
considered one of the most able delivered upon that subject. 
He also voted against the bill giving ten millions of dollars 
to Texas, for the relinquishment of lands to which she never 
had the slightest title. In 185 i, following his own convic- 
tions of duty, he labored and voted against the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise, in strict conformity with the resolutions 
of the then democratic legislature of Maine, and then in the 
last Congress did all in his power to defeat the perfidious Le- 
complon Constitution. 

We have thus given Mr. Hamlin's record upon some of the 
great leading questions connected ^¥ith the subject of slavery 
during the last fourteen years, showing that upon no occasion 
has he ever acted or voted in any way not perfectly consistent 
with this record. Upon other matters, during his long Con- 
gressional career, his votes have been uniformly consistent and 
in perfect harmony with the character of the man. Upon all 
matters of financial policy, while he never has been disposed 
to withhold justice from honest claimants, he has sternly re- 
sisted dishonest, fraudulent claims, got up with an intention 
to rob the treasury. In justice to Mr. Hamlin, we should 
here say that no man in Congress for the last twenty years 
has been more faithful, or has labored more untiringly to aid 
poor but honest claimants upon the bounty of the govern- 
ment than he. There is scarcely a town in the State of 
Maine, wliere you will not find men who have been made in- 
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valids in their country's service, widows and orphans, who 
are now living upon tiie little bounty obtained for their relief 
thi-ough his prompt and effective influences and labors. No 
honest complainant, however poor or humble, was ever coldly 
turned away from the presence of Senator Hamlin. Schemes 
of public plunder which frequently find their way into Con- 
gress, never obtain favor with him. 

Another trait of character which has always given him 
great popularity with the people, in his strict honesty and stern 
moral integrity. No man,,can be found who will rise up and 
say Hannibal Hamlin ever cheated him, politically or in any 
other way. His whole life has been marked by a strict atten- 
tion to every public duty incident to his official positions. 

As a public speaker is is superfluous for us to speak of our 
distinguished Senator. In this respect the whole country is 
well informed. Pew men have a more enviable reputation as 
forensic debators. 

Senator Hamlin's sympathies have always been strongly 
with the masses. This, perhips, accounts for his great popu- 
larity with the people. In proot of this we have only to re- 
fer to his election as G-overnor of M-iine, m 1856. Without 
solicitation on his part and against his wiahes at the largest 
political convention ever holden in the Stile, he was on the 
first ballot unanimously selected the standird bearer of the 
Eepublicana in the ensuing contest. 

The Democrats, aided by the straight Whigs, had carried tho 
State the year before by about five thousand majority, and 
both branches of tho Legislature. 

Senator Hamlin stumped the State from one end to the 
other. Nothing but the great fight between Douglas and Lin- 
coln ever exceeded it. It was a splendid hard-fought canvass. 

The Democrats had Judge Wells their standard bearer and 
all the distinguished men of their party in the field, pitted 
against Hamlin and his coadjutors. Look at the result. The 
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